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Dec 3 at 4 PERU SE SRE 
at offices CURRENT TOPICS. 
3 at oficy Tux orpDrINaRy Practice of building societies in making 
ces of 8 advances to members upon the security of real or lease- 
hold property needs but little exp'anation. The bor- 
y 27 at rower usually receives an adva‘ice eitter of the whole, or 
born, Gu of a defined proportion, of tie nominal value of the 
3 shares in the society for which he has subscribed; and the 
te = oe amount of the loan, togecher w’ ch interest at the rate pre- 
scribed by the rules, is made repayable by equal monthly 
of Chamben i instalments spread over a term of years. For instance, in 
t offices of the society whose rules came in question before the 
i Court of Appeal in Chancery in Ex parte Osborne, the rate 
's Youn of interest prescribed was five pe:cent., and if £100 was 
| borrowed for seven years it was made repayable in 
he Neville eighty-four monthly instalments of £1 12s. %d. each, 
r. Deet thus making the total amount repavable £135 2s.—that 
is, the £100 advanced plus seven years’ interest thereon 
a, Groce, at £5 per cent. The effect of this arrangement of course 
1 at 3a is, that though the interest is nominally five per cent. on 
oa oe the amount borrowed, yet in fact a much higher rate is 
paid by the borrower, inasmuch as the principal debt is 
at 10 at being continually reduced duringthe term, while in- 
- terest is payable on the full amount during the 
whole term. The mortgage deed usually contains 
at 10 a a power of sale, to be exercised in case of default in 
. Nova payment of one or more of the instalmer‘s, providing 
that out of the moneys arising from the sale the society 
Nov 25 at shall retain, not only the overdue instalments, but either 
offices of the full amount, or that amount less discount at a spe- 
1 Maker cified rate, of the instalments which would have become 
pon-Ty ne due under the deed if the repayments had been made in 
the prescribed course up to the end of the term. The 
ee advance, as hitherto understood by the societies, appears 
to be rather a purchase by them of a series of monthly 
ffices of payments with a power of re-purchase, than a mortgage 
’ Holmes, properly so called. This view can hardly be more clearly 
expressed than it was by Lord Hatherley in Matterson v. 
= Elderfield (17 W. R. 422, L. R. 4 Ch. 207) :—“TI think 
the true explanation of the transaction is, that the 
Rogers, borrower has the advantage of makirg the repayment 
29 at3 by fixed instalments, instead of at one time. In calcu- 
lating what is due they charge him with principal and 
oa interest, and split the whole sum so charged into 
. monthly instalments. The mortgagor borrows on these 
re’ Hall, terms. The directors could not call in the £1,200; they 
9 at3 must wait for the instalments becoming due. ... It 
) is not then a penalty, it is a contract... . Itis clear 
Brittle, from the authorities cited that the rules of this society 
are not unusual, and we must be bound by the:r literal 
Nov meaning. . . . It is a contract to pay by instalments, 
at 12 st and in default to submit to a sale for paying the total 
ous amount.” 
It seems to be thought by many building societies and 
26 at 3 ns interested in those societies that in the case of 





x parte Osborne (reported in this week's issue of the 


3a 
* Weekly Reporter), the Court of Appeal in Chancery has 


v 30 at 





holding that upon asale under the power the society 

cannot retain anything in respect of interest to become 

due after the completion of the sale. There are 

undoubtedly expressions in the judgment of the Lord 

Chancellor which favour this view. “It appears 

to me,” says his Lordship, “that for the purpose 

of this mortgage Goldsmith was to be treated as if he 

had an advance of £600 to be repaid with interest at five 

per cent. in monthly instalments, each of which comprised 

a portion of principal and a portion of interest. If this 

is so, I think it must, in the absence of any stipulation 

to the contrary, be inferred that in case of default being 

made in the payment of any instalment, all that was 

then due in respect of past monthly instalments and 

fines would have to be paid ont of the moneys produced 
by a sale of the property, and that the balance due in 
respect of principal would have to be paid out of the 
same fund; but that in future, when that was done, 

there would be nothing on which interest could accrue. 
For interest from its very nature implies forbearance, and 
there cannot be forbearance unless there is a principal 

sum outstanding.” But, although it does not appear 
that Matterson v. Elderfield was cited by counsel or 
alluded to by the learned judges, it does not seem to us 
altogether impossible to reconcile that case with the re- 
cent decision. What we must now take to be settled 
by the Court of Appeal is that in the absence of stipula. 
tion to the contrary a building society, on exercising the 
power of sale in a mortgage, cannot retain out of the pro- 
ceeds interest accruing subsequent to the sale. Now in 
Matterson v. Elderfield the power of sale expressly em- 
powered the society to retain “all moneys then due or 
thereafter to become due and payable by the mortgagee 
in respect of subscriptions, fines, interest, insurance, or 
otherwise howsoever, under or by virtue of any rules or 
regulations of this society or of the said security.” In Ex 
parte Osborne there were no words in the-mortgage deed 
corresponding to the words which we have italicised in 
this quotation; and those words might, perhaps, 
reasonably be construed as amounting to the stipulation 
contemplated by the Lord Chancellor as sufficient to 
take a case out of the general rule. 





AN IMPORTANT ANNOUNCEMENT was made last week by 
the Court of Common Pleas on a question which has 
given rise to much diversity of judicial opinion, namely, 
what is the meaning of the words “tause of action” in 
the 18th section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852. That and the following section provide for the 
manner of proceeding against persons residing out of the 
jurisdiction of the superior courts. In order to take 
proceedings under those sections, it was made a necessary 
condition by the Act that the court or a judge should 
be satisfied by affidavit that there was a cause of action, 
which arose within the jurisdiction, or in respectof the 
breach of a contract made within the jurisdiction. The 
latter alternative of this condition is clear enough ; but 
as to the meaning of the former, a direct conilict of 
opinion arose between the superior courts of common 
law, and as the point was one of practice, and conse- 
quently no appeal lay to the Exchequer Chamber, there 
was apparently no means of reconciling the conflicting 
decisions. The question was whether by the words 
* cause of action” was meant the wiole cause of action, 
fe, in the case of a contract both the contraet and the 
breach, or whether was meant (to use the words of the 
Court of Common Pleas in Jackson v. Spitiall, 18 W. R. 
1162, L. &. 5 OC. P. 542), “the act on the part of the de- 
fendant which gives the plaintiff his cause of complaint.” 
The former view was taken in 1864 by the Court 
of Exchequer, consisting of Pollock, C.B., Martin and 
Ott, BB., duditante Pigott, B. (Sickel v. Bored, 12 
W. R. 346, 2 H. & C. 954); and in 1963 this decisiqn 
was expressly approved of and followed by the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, consisting of Blackburn, Mellor, and 





given a wholly different construction to a transaction of 
this nature, troating it as an ordinary mortgage, and 









Lush, JJ. (AllAusen v. Malgarejo, 16 W. R. 854, L. BR 
3 Q. B, 340). On the other hand, in 1870, the Court 
Bs 
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©ommon Pleas, consisting of Bovill, C.J., Keating, 
Montague Smith, and Brett, JJ., took the opposite view 
(Jackson v. Spittall, ubi supra). A few months later 
the point was raised before the Court of Exchequer in 
Durkau v. Spence (19 W. R. 162, L. R. 6 Ex. 46), when 
the court was equally divided as to the gencral principle 
Pigott and Cleasby, BB., adopting the view of the, 
€ommon Pleas, and Kelly, C.B., and Martin, B., taking 
that of the Queen's Bench. In 1872, in the case of 
Sherry v. Thompscn (20 W. R. 1029, L. R.7 Q. B. 573), 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, consisting of Cockburn, 
€.J., Blackburn, Lush, and -Quain, JJ., adhered to 
their former decision. The result was that a plaintiff 
might have found one law if he proceeded in the Queen’s 
Bench, another in the Common Pleas, and in the Exche- 
quer a doubt. 

In this state of things the question was again fully 
argued in the Common Pleas in acase of Vaughan v. 
Weldon on the 2ist of January last. The court re- 
served their judgment in order that all the judges might 
eonsult together with a view to find some way out of the 
difficulty. A way has at last been found, and Lord 
€xleridge has just had the gratification of announcing that 
the majority of the judges were in favour of the 
‘iew taken by the Court of Common Pleas, and that the 
judges of the Court of Queen's Bench, though still re- 
taining their original opinion, were prepared to give way 
% the majority, in order to secure the advantage of uni- 
formity of practice in all the courts. 


» 





Axosc THE MANY qvestions raised and argued before 
dhe Irish Court of Queen’s Bench, in Father O'Keeffe’s 
action against Cardinal Callen,is one which it is almost 
startling to find debated in the present day. The action 
being for an alleged libel, the learned judge, if correctly 
zeported, dizected the jury, as matter of law, that the 
document in question was libellous, and he would seem 
ts have been disposed to adhere, during the argument of 
tbe rule for 2 new trial, to the view that this was right. 
Im former times it was, as everybody knows, the practice 
te treat the question of libel or no libel as a question 
of law fortize court. Fox's Act in 1792 {32 Geo. 3, 
e. &) altered the practice by declaring (for the Act is 
declaratory, sce pet Parke, B, 6 M. & W. p. 168), in 
substance, that in criminal cases the question of libel or 
uo libel waz for the jury. The Irish Act to the same 
lect wae 2 year later (33 Geo. 3,c. 43). Fox's Act is 
im terms limited to criminal proceedings. But from its 
passing the practice there declared to be the true one has 
been invariably followed in civil and criminal 
eases alike (xe Parmiter v. Coupland, 6 M. & W. 
35; Baylis +. Lawrence, 11 A. & E. 920). The 
jery bas alwers determined whether a document 
is delamatory or uot, the judge explaining whet 
the meaning of defamation is, and giving any as- 
mistamce he can by the expression of his own opinion or 
@herwise. It is true that theccurt may decide on demurrer 
that the words complained of cannot fairly be called de- 
femctory. And it is true that the judge may at the 
terial tell the fury that they cannot properly find words 
Kibelious, just as he mzy tell them that there is no evi- 
Geax of any other fact alleged. But we have never 
heard A 2 case in which the question was whether a 
document was or was mt Aclamatory of the plaintiff, and 
the fadge has thought of ruling as matter of law in the 
Mirmative. It is true that in some cases where the real 
question was 23 to privilege or no privilege, and the 
fadige bas role against the privilege, expressions have 
heen seed which, if mc reasmably construed secundum 
wibjetam witericn, wight lean towards such a power. 
Wat the practice has, in fact, long been uniform in Eng. 
lend, to leave the question the jury. And it is much 
W be hoped that a different practice will not be hastily 
sthoytel in ircdasd. To do w in cases A ouch a dau 


we that st prewist i gacstion wonlld be to wart the very | 


milechil which Vous Ach was passe’ to arid, 


paces —e 
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“Banxevptcy Anvses” have been a fertile subject of 
discussion and complaint for some considerable time 
past, and our readers will see with pleasure the announce. 
ment which we make elsewhere of the nature of the in. 
quiry prescribed by the Lord Chancellor to the committeg 
which he has just appointed. We may take it thatit 
will be impossible for the committee to report that 
“having regard to the experience now obtained of the 
working of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869,” no changes “in 
the details of the present system” are needed. On the 
contrary, we may confidently cxpect that considerable 
alterations will be suggested, and in order that these may 
be as beneficial as possible there cannot be too full a dis. 
cussion at the present time of all the known defects in 
the law of bankruptcy. We do not propose here to enter 
into this vast subject, but merely to make a few practical 
observations on some of the abuses arising out of the 
liquidation clauses of the Act. 

In the first place it is beyond question that most of 
the abuses complained of are caused by the apathy and 
indifference of the creditors. It is no exaggeration to 
say that in the ordinary run of cases the creditors who 
attend the first meeting (and these are by no means all 
the ereditors), after stating their grievances and exhibit. 
ing some degree of temper, are, for the most part, 
content to allow matters to take their own course, 
A professional trustee is accordingly appointed, 
probably with the support of the debtor's friends. The 
committee of inspection, composed of some of the prin- 
cipal creditors, enter upon their duties, but they soon 
get tired of them, and cease to have much practical in- 
fluence. In fact, it may be said that the system, 'so suc- 
cessful in Scotland, of letting the creditors take care of 
themselves, has completely failed in this country, owing 
to the difficulty of finding creditors willing to accept the 
position of trustee, or to discharge with zeal and efficiency 
the duties of a committee of inspection. 

The result of all this is that a class of accountants and 
other people have sprung up, who make it their special 
business to become trustees. These persons, when once 
appointed, are practically subject to very slight control, 
no one seeming to be sufficiently interested to look after 
them of his own accord. 

The only legitimate inference from these premises seems 
to us to be that we must again revert, in some modified 
form, to the system of having an official assignee or 
official trustee, subject in some sense to the control of 
the creditors, and yet acting under the pressure of official 
responsibility. 

We may make another practical suggestion before leav- 
ing this subject. Much of the unseemly conduct which 
prevails at creditors’ meetings would be avoided if some 
competent official of the court were required to preside. 
The ignorance which is now often manifested by the 
chairman, and the entire want of knowledge of his duties 

which he frequently displays, to say nothing of the par- 
tiality so often shown by him, are in many cases among 
the chief causes of the irregularities and abuses so 
commonly made the subject of complaint. We do not, 
of course, mean that the meetings should be held in 
court before the Registrar with half-a-dozen other meet- 
ings going on at the same time; but what we desire to 
urge is that every mecting of creditors, convened by 4 
debtor under the Act for the liquidation of his affairs, 
should be presided over by an official chairman, acting 
under the direction of the court, and whose duty it would 
be to report to the court the result of the meeting. 





Mx. Revvnr Kerrix, Judge of County Courts, Mr. 
James Kigg Vrougham, one of the Registrars of the 
Court of Lankraptcy, Mr, Mansfield Parkyns, Com- 
ptroller in Wankruptey, Mr. William Hackwood, 
solicitor (of the firm of Linklater, Hackwood Addt- 





wn, ani Vrown), and Mr, Henry Nicol, Superinten- 


dent of the County Courts Department of the Trea- 
sury, have been appointed by the Lord Chancellor as a 
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committee “to consider whether, having regard to the 
experience now obtained of the working of the Bank- 
_muptcy Act, 1869, any and what changes, either through 
the medium of legislation or orders, might be advantage- 
ously made in the details of the present system.” 





THE LEGAL DEPARTMENTS COMMISSION. 


Tus recommendations of the second report just issued 
by the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the ad- 
ministrative departments of the courts of justice, may be 
considered under four headings :—First, those which 
suggest fundamental alterations in departments ; second, 
those which suggest changes in the mode of working 
.existing offices; third, those which suggest the reduction 
or increase of salaries; and fourth, those which suggest 
mivor alterations. Besides these recommendations, there 


"are several which are of general application, chief among 


which is the question of the appointment of a Minister 
of Justice. In treating of the report we shall keep these 
general divisions in view, although it will not always be 
advisable to draw an exact line between them. 

It appears from the report, which unfortunately is 
issued without the evidence, that the inquiry has ex- 
tended to all the Common Law and Chancery Offices as 
well as to those of the Courts of Bankruptcy, Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty, and to those of the County 
Courts and the Court of Common Pleas, Lancaster, 

The first and principal recommendation with regard 


_ #0 common law is that there should be formed a Central 


Masters’ Department for the Common Law Divisions of 
the High Court of Justice, and that this department 
should furnish all officials und clerks necessary for the 
due administration of justice in town or on circuit. 
With a view to this being done, it is suggested that a 
<ommittee, to be nominated by the Lord Chancellor and 
other Presidents of Divisions in consultation with the 
Treasury, should be appointed six months after the 
Judicature Act shall have come into operation, to con- 
sider and report what should be the exact numbers and 
salaries of officers and clerks in the Central Masters’ 
Department. Without having seen the evidence it is 
almost imp ssible to know on what this recommendation 
is based. It must be conceded that in a large estab- 
lishment where all the duties are interchangeable, a 
great saving may be effected by means of shifting men 
from one post to another as the exigencies of the work 
require. But where the duties are varied, it must be 
admitted that a proper division of labour is the best 
means of providing efficient service. We gather 
from the report that a general shifting or shuffling of 
officials is not intended. Subject to the rights of mem- 
bers of the existing staffs, it is proposed that they shall 
from time to time, as may prove convenient, be embodied 
into one, so that any of the several duties which are now 
supposed to occupy more than a sufficient number may 
be assigned to members of the new body in such a 
manner as that none may remain idle or partly idle be- 
cause, for instance, the judges may be away on circuit. 
To this kind of amalgamation there can be no objection 
so long as the due and efficient performance of the duties 
is insured, but care must be taken in effecting this 
object not to rely too much on the supposed power of 
every man to undertake every kind of work.. 

Tn the Court of Chancery the Commissioners propose 
the immediate abolition of the offices of clerk of the 
patents, messenger or pursuivant of the Great Seal, 
clerk of the petty bag, and the Attorney-General’s 
patent bill office, and the transfer of the bulk of the 
duties to the clerk of the crown, As an Act of last 
Session (37 & 38 Vict. ©. 81) provides for this, there is a 
spice of supererogation about this proposition which 
speaks woll for the desire of the Commissioners to re- 
commend something. Next, they suggest the abolition 
of the post of official solicitor of the High Court of 
Chancery, It is difflcoult to see how this officer 





can be dispensed with. His duties consist in 
representing the Lord Chancellor in various cases 
of importance. He must in these cases be one 
whose exclusive duty is towards the court, and the 
absence of such an officer would necessitate the appoint- 
ment of a special solicitor in every such case. This 
course, we cannot but think, would leave a way open for 
objectionable bidding for the appointment. Besides this, 
it is necessary that the numerous official orders connected 
with the patronage of the Chancellor should be properly 


‘| formulated, and if an official solicitor did not exist for the 


purpose under this name, he must exist for the purpose 
as a secretary of the Lord Chancellor, or under some cog- 
nate designation. The Examiners’ Office next comes 
under review, but the Commissioners, after submitting 
some evidence on the subject chiefly unfavourable to the 
continuance of the examiners, say, that underall thecircum- 
stances, andseeing that the mode of taking evidence will be 
much affected by the new practice under the Judicature Act, 
they do not feel themselves competent to offer any pro- 
posal in regard to the future of that office. It is proposed 
to abolish two of the clerks of records and writs, and the 
clerk of enrolments, and to fill up the lower grade 
with “ writers.’”” As regards the first proposal, it bas 
long been conceded that one head of this office with an 
efficient deputy would be sufficient for all purposes; but as 
regards the second proposal, we think there may be 
danger in introducing a system that would go far to re- 
move the spur which now acts on the juniors who ex- 
pect promotion into the higher grades. There is also a 
suggestion for constructing a Writ, Process, Judgment, 
and General Record Office, common to the High Court and 
Court of Appeal, and to be annexed to the Central 
Masters’ Depariment for the Common Law Division. 
This scheme is at present so crude that it is impossible 
to say more on the subject than has been already said 
with respect to the Central Masters’ Department. 

On the subject of the Registrars’ Office the Com- 
missioners offer no collective opinion, but present certain 
suggestions as worthy of consideration. These sugges- 
tions are three in number, and are as follows:—1, That 
a sworn shorthand writer in court should take down 
judgments; 2, that orders should be drawn by the 
winning solicitor; and 3, that more orders should be 
drawn at chambers; and that the present practice of 
“decrees’’ for winding up companies should be made 
generally applicable to all matters disposed of at 
chambers. ‘Che first of the suggestions might be 
carried out if the judges would always define, for the 
benefit of the shorthand writer, what part of his words 
forms the “ judgment,” or if the judges always made 
every application stand for judgment. This would be 
impossible; and therefore the shorthand writer must be 
sworn to take down verbatim all that passes in court. 
When this is translated and transcribed some qualified 
person must be employed to extract from th: bundle of hay 
the needle which is the only valuable part of it, and 
this person must be the registrar. There is great doubt 
whether any saving would be effected by this means, 
even if the shorthand writer did his work for nothing; 
but as the cost of his work would average about £4 an 
hour for five or six hours a day, it is easy to calculate 
what the whole daily cost of such a process would be for 
five or six courts. It would certainly not be less than 
£500 a week, and might be much more, and perhaps 
with this expense in view the authorities will think a 
staff of sworn registrars better than a staff of sworn 
shorthand writers supplemented by registrars. Qu the 
subject of the suggestion that orders should be drawn 
up by the winning solicitor, meaning, we suppose, the 
solicitor having the carriage of the order, no soliciter can 
honestly say that this would answer. It is so absolutely 
necessary that some kind of uniformity in framing orders 
should be adhered to, which can obviously ouly be 
arrived at by means of a staff of men qualitied for the 
purpose, that the question seems scarcely worth diseus- 
sion, On the third suggestion it is true that more 
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orders might be drawn in chambers, but as the Commis- 
sioners have discovered that the chief clerks are 
already overworked, nothing could be gained by adding 
to their labours. We do not remember to have heard of 
“decrees” for winding up companies, but perhaps the 
Commissioners will give an interpretation of this 
and several equally valuable new expressions 
when they publish the evidence taken before them. 
However, as these suggestions are not founded on a col- 
lective opinion, they must be supposed to consist of the 
crude notions of one or more of the Commissioners whose 
knowledge of the subject is extremely limited. On the 
subject of taxation, it is proposed that more bills should 
be taxed in chambers, that is to say, by the already 
overworked chief clerks. 

The Commissioners propose that there should be some 
concentration of the District Registries of the Court of 
Probate; but it is difficult to see how this can be done 
without diminishing the usefulness of these registries. 
If such a concentration could take place, a large saving 
in salaries might, no doubt, be effected. It is true that 
the expense of district registries is scarcely commensurate 
with the work they do, and this consideration may prove 
a ground for reducing the salaries or increasing the fees, 
but not for any such concentration as would deprive the 
public of the facilities they at present have. 

With respect to the county courts, the principal sug- 
gestions are a concentration of courts, a diminution of 
the number of judges and registrars by enlarging the 
circuits and reducing the number of courts, payment of 
the registrars by results according to the number of 
plaints, leaving them to pay their own clerks, and the 
collection of fees by stamps. The office of Registry of 
County Court Judgments should, it is considered, be 
made self-supporting, and might form part of the Writ, 
Process, Judgment, and General Record Office. 


We have now gone over all the principal recommen- 
dations made by the report under the first and second 
headings which we originally laid down, and they really 
eannot be said’to amount to much. In view of the fact 
that the new procedure is shortly to come into opera- 
tion, very little is touciied upon which will not from that 
fact alone necessarily come under careful consideration. 

Under our third heading, the recommendations as to 
reduction of salaries and the employment of a lower class 
of clerks are numerous. In the Common Law Depart- 
ments it is proposed that the associates should become 
assistant masters, with the powers and duties of masters 
and a salary of £1,200; that the senior usher of each 
court should do the duty of tipstaff, having £50 a year 
added to his pay for that purpose, but that the Queen’s 
Bench should retain one tipstaff. In the Chancery offices 
it is suggested that the salary of the Lord Chancellor's 
principal secretary need not exceed £1,000 a year, and 
that the salary of the secretary of presentations should 
be considered on the occurrence of a vacancy; that the 
post of secretary of commissions should be abolished on 
a vacancy, and a clerk at £200 a year should be appointed 
on the staff of the principal secretary for commission 
business; that the duties of gentleman of the chamber 
and pursebearer should be united, and that a messenger 
should be appointed to do the sealing under the direc- 
tion of the gentleman of the chamber. These recommenda- 
tions form a species of attack upon the dignity of the Lord 
Chancellor by means of a reduction of the number and 
pay of his personal officers. Looked at from a commercial 
point they may find favour, but it remains tu be seen 
what view the Government will take of this proposed re- 
duction. Among the officers of the court, itis proposed 
that the court-keeper at Westminster should be attached 
to the staff of the Probate Court, that the office of usher of 
the ball, Lincoln's Inn, should be abolished, and that 
his duties should be transferred to the senior usher of 
the Lord Chancellor's court, with some additional salary. 
In the Registrars’ Office a reduction of the salaries of 
registrars is shadowed forth as well as of that of their 
assistant clerks. The salaries of the taxing masters 








is proposed to reduce, and we hope the money thereby 
saved will be used in paying two more 

masters, The salaries of the assistant clerks t 
the taxing masters are also to be reduced, In th 
Lunacy Departments there are various suggestions fo; 
reduction of the number of clerks employed, and there 
is a suggestion that the mileage allowance to the masters. 
and visitors should be stopped, and only their actual 
travelling expenses reimbursed. The office of the 
Registrar in Lunacy it is considered should not continue 
on its present footing; his duties might be done bya 
secretary for lunacy business to the Lord Chancellor at 
a less salary than £1,000 a year, and his staff of clerks 
should be reduced. The recommendations as to the 
London Court of Bankruptcy call attention to the “ large. 
list of compensated clerks,” said to be desirous of re. 
employment, and thereis ashadow of a suggestion that 
the salaries of the registrars should be increased. At. 
tention is also directed to a possible reduction of the 
staff in the office of the official assignee and of the 
messenger, and to a transfer of some additional 
duties at av increased salary to the official solicitor to. 
the court. A reduction is recommended in the office of 
the Principal Registry of the Probate and Divorce Court, 
and that the clerks in the district registries should be 
paid less. It is proposed to reduce the salaries of the 
registrar of the High Court of Admiralty to £1,500, and: 
to employ in his office more “writers.” It is proposed 
to increase the salary of the Registrar of the Privy Coungil. 

Underthe fourth heading, that, namely, of minor altera- 
tions, there is a recommendation that the office hours and 
the holidays and vacations should be the same in all 
legal offices. This, we apprehend, will be regulated 
under the Judicature Act, and will, in due time, come 
under the consideration of the Council of Judges. We 
find also a statement that a more extensive use of print- 
ing might be made in the legal departments with ad. 
vantage as regards economy, speed, and accuracy. This 
we venture to doubt, but as it is a process which has 
been tried with tolerable success in some departments we 
content ourselves by expressing that doubt now, and 
waiting for the time when, the plan being in opera 
tion, we know precisely what it is intended shall be 
printed. 

Taking this report as a whole, we are unable to find 
thet it affords any novel suggestions particularly valu- 
able in themselves; but it undoubtedly does contain, and 
the evidence taken by the Commission, and which is: 
shortly to be printed, will, no doubt, also contain, much 
that the judges may find available in a few months when 
the new legal procedure comes into uperation. 





CHANCERY AUDIT. 


Tur Act by which the funds of the suitors of the 
Court of Chancery were handed over to the Government 
has imposed on the Treasury the duty not only of 
seeing that those funds are properly dealt with from 
time to time, but also of providing a sufficient system of 
auditing those dealings and transactions, ‘The report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General, issued in pursuance 
of the Act 35 & 36 Vict. c. 44, shows that at present 
nothing has been effected towards providing such 4 
system. It may, however, be surmised that the new 
Chancery Funds Rules and Orders (which should have 
been issued long ago) will contain some provisions on the 
subject. The great difficulty the Audit Department 
appear to have found in dealing with this subject 1s what 
the Comptroller terms the “interpretation of orders.” 
Now we need scarcely point out that an order dealing 
with a fund in court isframed in the simplest and most 
straightforward language, and 60 as to read without 
stops, the divisions of thesubjects being indicated by 4 
capital letter or by one or more words written in a larger 
hand. Any one having a knowledge of figures can 
understand such an order. Tho Comptroller himself 
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says, “I appointed a committee consisting of two 
gentleman employed in the Chancery Audit Office, but 
who had no previous acquaintance with the orders of the 
court, and of one intelligent examiner in this department 
who had not been before employed upon any Chancery 
business, for the purpose of examining a portion of one 
day’s trausactions with reference to theauthorities. It 
appears from the report of these gentlemen, which is 
before me, that out of seventy-four drafts paid under 
orders, some of them very long and intricate, there were 
only two cases which presented a difficulty which they 
found to be insuperable.” Here is tolerably good 
evidence that orders as a rule do not want “ interpreta- 
tion” as to their meaning, nor any skilled training to 
understand them. 

What the Treasury and the Audit Department want is 
not an interpretation of the order but a compendinm 
of the results of the order in the shape of a tabular form 
attached to every order, showing in several columns the 
payments of cash, and the transfers of stock to be made 
in accordance with its provisions. Such a form was long 
ago proposed by a committee known as Mr. Childers’ 
Committee, which attempted an investigation inte the 
mode of framing the orders of the court, and it is now 
occasionally used; but the difficulty connected with its 
general adoption is, that in nine orders out of ten, it 
cannot be known at the time when the order is framed 
what the amounts of the payments or transfers will be. 
Ta most instances when a fund is to be dealt with, the 
first transaction directed by the order is taxation and 
payment of costs; next follows a sale of the stock, or 
‘part of it, to raise costs, then a division of the remainder 
‘in ascertained proportions. Here we have at least two 
unknown quantities before the amount to be divided can 
be ascertained. It would obviously be absurd to require 
that in all cases a table or sched ute containing particulars 
of payments or transfers shail be appended to the order 
at the time it is drawn up, and that it should be part of 
the order ; but why should there not be attached to every 
order a tabular form with the figure columns in blank, 
and so framed that the figures might be filled in from 
time to time and the duplicate copy in the hands of the 
Audit Department completed from the authorised copy 
or original? Each table could then be so added to 
from time to time as to show all the figures required 
for the purposes of audit. The tables should be in- 
dependent of and totally distinct from the order, 
although attached to it for the sake of convenience, and 
the order must be perfect in itself, and not in any way 
resting on the table. As to the official to be charged 
with the duty of filling up the table from time to time, 
the registrar, considering the amount of business already 
falling to him, can hardly, perhaps, be called upo. to 
perform this desultory work; but some official either in, 
orattached to, the registrar's office might beentrusted with 
the duty of filling in the figures from time to time and of 
providing for the transmission of an authorised copy to 
the Audit Department. By this means the required 
facilities for audit would be afforded, and the Treasury 
heed never be called upon to “interpret ’’ an order. 








~ It was expected that Lord Romilly would hold sittings 
in the European Arbitration im-uediately after Michaelmas 
Term ; but it is not now intended that there should be any 
farther sittings until a later date. 

The ‘‘ Porter to the Great Seal” informs the Legal De- 
partments Commissioners that the quantity of wax used is 
about 4 owt. per month. The porter says he has charge 
ofthe Great Seal during the day, and delivers it ap to the 
Lord Chancellor the last thing at night. The porter is ia 
&ttendance for nine hours a day, And longer at times in the 
Parliamentary Session, as ho has to remain at the House 
of Lords until that House is up, and thon go to the Lord 

Hor's house after him with the Great Seal. The 
eralds that he oever had more tha a week's holiday 


A year, 
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Rebiews. 


EARLY ENGLISH HISTORY. 


An Inrzopvucrion to rue Srupy or Eartx Evora 
Hisrony. By Jouw Pra Yzarman, of Linecoln’s-inn, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Longmans, Green, & Co. 1874, 


Mr. Yeatman has lost his way in the mists of early 
British history, and has seen, or seemed to see, wonder- 
fal sights, which have been hidden from the eyes of 
earlier historians, except that they were partially re- 
vealed to “the Rev. William Whitaker” and “ the late 
George Spence.” We have, it seems, been hitherto 
victims of the ignorance, prejudice, malignity, and lies 
of those who have written history for us; but now Mr. 
Yeatman has come like a new St. George to slay the 
dragon of falsehood, or like King Arthur himself re- 
tarned from the Vale of Avalon to restore the lustre 
of the British fame which malice and envy have ob. 
secured. King Arthur, however, is supposed to have been 
the mirror of courtesy; but we cauanot say that Mr. 
Yeatman’s style bears any resemblance to that which we 
are bound to think prevailed at his celebrated Table. 
The opinion which Mr. Yeatman urges with much heat 
and strong language briefly is, that our laws are 
of British origin, a fact proved, as he expresses it, 
by the “two propositions, that the Euglish race was 
British and not Saxon, and that our tongue was the 
same.” From these propositions the reader will not 
be surprised to find everything turned upside down, 
and to discover that “our present histories, the 
newest as well as the oldest,” are in a “ di 
state”; that our “ greatest writers, Creasy and Maine, 
are as innocent of the facts of history as were the scrib. 
blers of the last century”: that the “regular current of 
decisions and judgments up to the time of legal memory” 
has “ up to this time been very nearly a dead letter”; 
that the law book of Howell Dha “is ours also”; that 


to be a “profound scholar” in a subject disqualifies a 


man from “ pretending to be a judge” of it; that the 
Saxon language was “ wretched gibberish,” on a footing 
with “ the lingo of the Caristy Minstrels”; that German 
is a “compound speech, which is for the most part merely 
gibberish, an inarticulate rendering, or rather a caricature 
of a beautiful original”; that “ the idéa of studying the 
Teutonic or the Iudian languages is as absurd as if a 
chair were to be created for the study of the lingo of the 
Christy Minstrels; that we ought to study our own lan- 
guage, even if it were unworthy of much attention; and 
that we certainly shall derive no good from the study of 
the Teutonic, which does not possess a literature, ever 
though we could find out what it is” ; and many more 
equally wonderful things, bright gems which lie sparkling 
on every page of this remarkable work. Having regard 
to the author's peculiar views as to the nature and 
method of historical inquiry and proof, we cannot bat 
regret that he has not chosen a subject even more fitted 
to his talents than that which he has selected. Thereisa 
speculation closely akin with that on the round towers 
of Ireland, the worship of the Druids, the history of 
the Archites, and similar subjects, which, often as it has 
been written upon, would, we are sure, derive some new 
light from Mr. Yeatman's touch, and we shall not be 
satisfied until the British race is conclusively Nentified 
by him with the lost tribes of Israel. 


HOW TO CRAM. 
Ssur-Pasraratton ror ras Fivat Exayrvarrox. By 
Joun Inpsrwavr, Solicitor, Stevens & Haynes. 

An Errrows or Lsapive Convsrayctve anv Eoaerr 
Caszs. By Jonn Ixpsewava, Solicitor, Second edi- 
tion. Stevens € Haynes, 

Mr. Indermaur intends the first of these books for 
articled clerks who, from various circumstances, are 
unable to obtain the assistance of a “coach;” and he 
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reveals to them many of the mysteries of that profession. 
He gives his tyro four months for preparation, and marks 
eut his work during that period. Five or six hours’ 
reading a-day, it appears, will do in the first month, but 
in the last month the time of reading rises to eight 
hours a-day. We confess we should scarcely have 
thought so much time necessary for the work prescribed. 
The former edition of the second work mentioned above 
‘was recently noticed by us, and we need not say more 
with reference to this second edition than that Mr. 
Indermaur has added references to the original report 
ef each case, and has left blank spaces for annotations. 


DIVORCE LAW. 


&X Dicest or tHE Law anp PrActTIcE oF THE CouRT FOR 
Divorce anp Marrimoniat Causgs, AND APPEALS FROM 
THAT Cotrr: with Statutes, RutEs, PRecEDENTS AND 
Bitts or Costs. By Roserr A. Prircuarp, D.C.L., 
and W. Tarn Pritcuarp. 
treductory Treatise on the Law of Divorce and the 
Matrimonial Law, and a Treatise on the Practice of 
the Court. By Joun Gerorcz Wirt, Barrister, and 
W. Tarn Prircuarp, of Doctors’ Commons, Proctor 
and Solicitor. Shaw & Sons. 


The first edition of this book appeared in 1859, shortly 
after the constitution of the new Court for Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes, the second in 1864, and the third 
twenty-five years after the first. It strikes us at the out- 
set as 1ather unfortunate that the preface to the first edi- 
tion has been omitted, and perhaps it would have been as 
well to have delayed the publication of the present edition 
both until the decision of the House of Lords in the 
Mordaunt case had been given, and until the inten- 
tion of the Government as to the Judicature Act had 
been finally declared. The House of Lords judgment 
was given on the 22nd June, and the announcement that 
the Judicature Act would be postponed was made on the 
22nd July, but the peace of mind of the editors (who 
have not dated their preface) appears to have been undis- 
turbed by both these important legal events. 

The “ Introductory Treatise’”’ (which is divided into 
twenty-three heads, such as “ Jurisdiction, Judicial Sepa- 
zation, Collusion, Desertion,” &c.), is, we think, remark- 
ably well done, and we would have gladly seen it ex- 
panded. The remarks under the headings “Cruelty” 
and ‘“ Misconduct” are very valuable, ‘but we think 
a reference here and there to a leading case—eg., 
to Kelly v. Kelly (18 W. R. 191, 767), under the head 
ef “ Cruelty”—would have been very much in place. 
After the introductory treatise comes the piéce de 
resistance of the book, in the shape of a digest “of 
eases decided by the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes from the establishment of the court in 1858,” 
accompanied by the decisions in the Ecclesiastical 
Courts, where the decisions of the new court “seemed 
to afford insufficient authority,’ and also by such 
decisions of the Courts of Common Law and Equity 
as have a direct bearing on matrimonial law. Now we 
may say at once, as we said in reviewing the first edition 
of the book, that we have no great fancy for digests; the 
more perfect a digest is, the more probable it is that it 
will contain bad and indifferent, as well as good, law. 
However, our writers are editors, not authors, and in 
editing a digest all that can be done is to piece in the 
new decisions with the old. This appears to have been 
done well enough; we have a digest, full (for it contains 
nearly 2,000 cases), well arranged, and noted where neces- 

Some cases, however, are causelessly repeated; see 
for instance Geils v. Geils (pp. 65, 66) and Gethin v. 
Gethin (pp. 224, 225), in both of which a whole head-note 
is repeated, where a reference would have been sufficient. 
We welcome, however, the fulness of the references to 
reports, in many cases fourfold. 

We next come to the “Treatise on Practice” which 
is very complete, and carefully written, and we are 
glad to notice that in this part of the work every pains 
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has been taken, by the arrangement of the references, to 
avoid needless repetition. The Rules of the Divoreg 
Court next follow, and useful collections of Precedents, 
and Tables of Fees conclude the book, which is, we ob. 
serve, provided with an exceedingly bare “ General Index,” 
the reader being left to find his way about as best he 
can by the aid of “ Contents,” “ Index of Titles,” “ Table 
of Titles,” Index of Cases,’ “Index to Treatise on 
Practice,” “ Index of Court Forms,’ “ Index of Prece. 
dents,” and “Schedule of Matrimonial Causes Acts,” all 
admirable in their way, but too much scattered to give 
effective aid to anybody consulting the book in a hurry, 
We ought to add that among the numerous references 
which we have tested, we have detected but one trifling 
error of the press. This accuracy is no slight meritin 
the case of a work containing, we should imagine, nearly 
ten thousand references, 





DOCTORS’ COMMONS. 


A writer in the Zimes thus discourses of this now deserted 
region :—Doctors’ Commons itself, the dingy and gloomy 
building which stood at the corner of Bennet’s-hill and Great 
Knightrider-street, was the College of the Doctors of Civil and 
Canon Law. It consisted of a court or common hall, withe 
library and dining-hall attached, and a number of houses in 
which the Judges and Advocates of the Court resided or 
had chambers. ‘These houses surrounded two courtyards, 
into the larger of which the chief entrance Jed from Knight. 
rider-street. A second and inner archway led into another 
courtyard and garden, in which, within the memory of the 
present generation, there were plane trees and even a rookery, 
But these are departed. “It appears,” writes one of the 
officers of the Court in his well-known work on ‘* Doctors’ 
Commons,” ‘*that before the reign of Henry VIII. the 
Civilians or Doctors of the Civil and Canon Law did not 
form a distinct society ; but about the beginning of that 
reign Dr. R. Bodewell, the Dean of the Arches, and other 
Civilians and Canonists, agreed to dwell in contiguous houses, 
and to enjoy a community of board.” The Dean, by virtue 
of his office, became the first president of the new association, 
which styled itself * The College of Doctors and Advocates 
of the Court of Arches,” at that time all advocates not being 
Doctors of Laws. ‘‘ For fifty years,” he adds, “we have no 
record of the precise location of the new society ;” Mr. John 
‘Limbs, however, places itin Pat-rnoster Row ; and in 1568 
its members obtained from the Dean and Chapter of St. Paul's 
a lease of “ Mountjoy-house,” in the parish of St. Benet, 
Paul’s Wharf, described at the time as a “ruinous building.” 
Dr. Hervey, then Dean of the Arches, repaired and refitted 
the house, and presented it to the Society, ‘when the Doctors 
took up their abode within its walls, It naturally derived its 
name of Doctors’ “Commons” from the “common” table 
which its members kept. Mountjoy House was, however, 
burnt in the Great Fire of London, and for a time its 
tenants were glad to find a home at Exeter House, in the 
Strand. In 1670 their lease of the old site was renewed 
by the Dean and Chapter, and they soon set about the 
work of re-building their college, which was completed 
and occupied in 1672. Thenceforth the Court of Arches, 
the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, the Court of the 
Bishop of London, and the Court of Admiralty (except for 
criminal cases) were held in the Common Hall of the 
college. No important change occurred in the arranges 
ments of Doctors’ Commons down to the year 1858, al- 
though another Court—that of “ Appeals”—had been 
added to those already mentioned. Down to that 
time, strange as it may sound to-day, it appears 
that there were no less than 372 Ecclesiastical Courts 
in England and Wales having testamentary juris- 
diction. Some of the wills proved in these 372 courts 
were deposited in cathedral churches and their cloisters, 
in bishops’ palaces, in the private houses of registrars and 
deputy-registrars, in muniment-rooms, in chapter- houses, 
in manorial dwellings, in court-houses, in chapels an 
rooms in deaneries and over gateways, in stewards’ offices, 
and even in private dwelling-honses. Bills were intro« 
duced into Parliament at various dates for the purpose of 
simplifying the course of ecclesiastical proceedings, 
for providing one testamentary court for each province, 
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pat the legislation was as conflicting as it was dilatory 
avd it was not until January, 1858, that, under an Act of 
the previous year, all ecclesiastical jurisdiction in matters 
testamentary was abolished, and that jurisdiction vested 
in her Majesty, to be exercised thenceforth in and through 
the Court of Probate. 

As to the antiquities of the place, they may be briefly 
summed up by saying that the original wills commence with 
the year 1482, the first of Edward V. The copies date 
from just a century earlizr, in the reign of Richard IT. 
The latter are written on parchment, strongly bound, with 
brazen clasps. A very small volume suffices to coatain the 
wills of a year or even of ten years before the Reformation. 
Aswe come down to more recent dates tha bulk of the 
yolumes containing the wills steadily increases with the 
wealth and population of London and of the kingdom, In- 
deed, from about 1860 down to the present time the average 
number of volumes filled with the wills proved in the Pre- 
rogative Court of London amounts to nearly twenty a year. 
These wills themselves annually average, perhaps, 10,000 in 
the London district alone; while those of the rest of the 
kingdom my possibly be reckoned at 17,000 more. 

In conclusion, we may remark that among the especial 
curiosities of this storehouse of ancient documents are 
some wills which the nation, and, indeed, the world, 
would not willingly allow to perish. With a single 
exception, these have been tranferred from the neighbour- 
hood of St. Paal’s Churchyard to Somerset House. Were 
the visitor, if properly introduced, may see the will of 
the painter Vandyck, of Dr. Johnson, of Lord Nelson, 
of William Pitt, of Edmund Barke, of Sir Isaac Newton, 
of Inigo Jones, of Isaac Walton, of the Duke of .Welling- 
ton, of John Milton, and, above all, that of William 
Shakespeare. Tais, being of exceptional interest, has 
been exceptionally treated, and the three folios pages of 
which it consists are placed under an air-tight frame 
made of polished oak and piate-glass. The will of the 
Great Napoleon was to be seen for many years at old 
Doctors’ Commons, but it- was restored to the French 
nation in compliance with the request of the Emperor 
Louis Napoleon. 


_— 








THE NEW AUSTRIAN PENAL CODE. 


Taz Times Vienna correspondent telegraphs the following 
summary of the provisions of this code:—The proposed law 
follows, both in form and matter, the new North German 
Penal Code, which is much more humane. The old division 
into Felonies, Misdemeanonrs, and Contraventions is kept 
up, but, as regards punishments, in imitation of the North 
German Code quite new categories are introduced. Tho 
present Code, knows only the prison and the prison with 
hard labour; the new Code has the House of Correction, 
correspondiag to prison with hard labour ; and the 
State prison, corresponding to the German detention in 
a fortress, where the prisoner is allowed to provide for 
hisown maintenance and cannot be forced to Jabour. The 
punishment ofsimple prison goes together with light labour, 
while the detention amounts to simple arrest. ‘The ticket- 
of-leave system, hitherto unknown, is adopted by the new 

le. Convicts may be discharged after having passed 
three-fourths of their time; those condemned for life after 
fifteen years. They are placed under the surveillance of the 
Police and their tickets may be withdrawn. The punish- 
tment of death is maintained, but its application very much 
restricted. Except in cases of attempts against tke life of 
the Emperor, it is abolished as a punishment for high 
treason. In cases of murder it is only maintained against— 
Ist, parricides ; 2nd, those who are guilty of more than one 
murder or of another attempt at murder; 3rd, those already 
condemned for another murder or attempt to murder; 4th, 
those already condemned to prison for life for another 
Grime; 5th, those who commit murder in a cruel 
Manner; 6th, those who commit it, in league with 
Others, for robbery, theft, or incendiarism. In all other 
Cases the punishment is imprisonment for life. The 
chapter on high treason is a material improvement, not 
only because it is less Draconian, but because it is more 
Precise in its definition, leaving thus less room for arbi- 
trary constructions ; yet, strangely enough, confiscation of 
Property in cases of high treason is maintained. There 





is a new category introduce] in this class of crimes—the 
State treason, to which, am>ng others, be'oigs the com~- 
munication of State secrets to foreig1 Governments. For 
the first time in an Austrain Code, provision is made ina 
special chapter for the panishmant of crimes ani misde- 
meanours against public representative bodies collec:ivaly, 
or against an individual membar of them in the discharge 
of his functions, which may amount to fifteen years im the 
House of Correction orina State prisoa. Under the same 
head, corrupt practices at elections are breaght ia 
Bribery is now to be pnnished with imprisonment up te 
One year and a fine of 100 thalers ; intimidation, if accom- 
panied with violence, with imprisonment up to three 
years and a fiae of 100 thalers. Riot and revolt likewise 
receive a more precise definition in the now code thar 
they have had hitherto, leaving less room for arbitrary 
construction. Offences against religion become henceforth 
misdemeanours, Thas blasphemy, now liable to punish- 
ment up to ten years’ imprisonment with hard labour, 
entails under the new Code only imprisonment up to one 
year. False coinage is likewise more mildly treated thaa 
now. So is duelling, which is only to be punished with 
confinement in a State prison, instead of with hard labour, 
the only exception being the so-calied ‘‘ American duels,” 
of which several cases have of late occurred, and for whick 
the guilty parties are now liable to imprisonment in the 
House of Correction for fifteen years. From this short 


statement it will be seen that all through a mor: humaze 
spirit pervades tho new Penal Code. 








DR. KENEALY. 


Ox Thursday the Benchers of Gray’s-inn, includirg 
Masters J. A. Russell (Treasurer), John Holker, H. 
Manisty, W. C. Fooks, 8. Joyce, A. Henniker, and J. 
Edwards, were engaged for more than three hours deliberatirg 
on the several charges brought by them against Dr. Kenealy, 
as Editor of the Englishman. Dr. Kenealy was not present 
nor was he represented, although the Benchers had caused. 
formal notice to be given to him to appear and show cause 
why he should not be disbarred for writing and publishing 
articles upon the dignity of the Bench and the honour of 
the judges, and otherwise casting aspersions of an odious 
character upon the Benchers individually of Gray’s-ine 
and others in authority. The minutes of the former 
pension having been read and confirmed, the Benchers 
proceeded to take into consideration the following articles 
written in the Englishman, which were respectively 
discussed and commented upon as derogatory—viz., ‘The 
Privilege of Counsel,” ‘The Tichborne Trial,” “ Junius te 
Englishmen,” “ Tichborne’s Letters to Lord Selborne and 
Mr. Gladstone,” ‘* Dialogues in High Life, ‘‘ A French- 
man’s Review of the Englishman,” ‘‘The Benchers of 
Gray's-inn,” ‘‘ Dialogues on High Life, No. 2,” “ Junius te 
the people of England,” ‘‘The Jadges of Hell,” 
* Fashionable Intelligence,” ‘‘Tichborne Jury,” “The 
Sleeping Lion,” “ Private Correspondence,” “ Mene Mene 
Tekel Upharsin,” “ Letter from Edward Foster,” “ Prince 
Bismarck,” “The Chief Justice of the Old Bailey,” “ Mr 
Justice Mellor’s Sentence,’’ “Ball at Marlborough- 
house,” “The Writ of Error,” “Lines to the Prince of 
Wales,” “ Sir William Harcoart,”’ “ Parliamentary Prizes,” 
“Letter to the Standird newspaper, the 7th of March, 
1874,” “ Kenealy Lectures,” ‘“‘ The Leicester Requisition,” 
“ Belial” ‘* The Beginning of the End,” ‘‘Charges against 
the Englishman,” “Dr. Kenealy’s Speech at Leeds,” 
‘Reward of Honesty,” “Jeffreys,’’ “Speaker Brand's 
High Treason to the People,” “A Gray's-inn Bencher,” 
‘«The Pittendreigh Indictment,” ‘Disbarment of Dz 
Kenealy and Malignant Act of the Benchers.” 

Dr. Kenealy having requested that the Benchers should 
farnish him with the particulars of the evidence on whick 
they found him to be editor of the Lnglishman, they 
declined to do so, being satisfied of his holding that post 
from his name appearing as the editor. It transpired in 
the course of the inquiry that the Benchers had caused 
several numbers of the Englishman to be forwarded to the 
Lord Chancellor for his Lordship’s perusal, and that the 
following letter had been sent to Dr. Kenealy by his Lord- 
ship’s instructions :— 
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. **5, Crormowell-houses, 8.W., Nov. 20, 1874. 
Sir,—I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to inform 
you that his Lordship has had his attention called to the 
consecutive numbers of a newspaper styled the English- 
man, and professing to be edited by you under your style 
as one of her Majesty’s counsel. The Lord Chancellor 
finds in this publication a series of libellous attacks on her 
Majesty’s Judges and private individuals, and also a suc- 
cession of systematic charges of bias, venality, and corrup- 
tion against the persons connected, whether as jadges, jary, 
counsel, or otherwise, in a recent prosecution of the Queen 
v. Cestro, all tending and apparently intended to lower 
the dignity of the bench, and to degrade and discredit the 
administration of justice. The Lord Chancellor cannot 
think that any person, while holding the rank and enjoying 
the distincticn of one of her Majesty’s Counsel, should be 
permitted to use his position for the purpose of circulating 
and lending an apparent weight to attacks and charges of 
this description, and he will feel it to be his duty, if the 
statement that you are the editor of the paper is correct, 
to recommend the removal of your name from tke list of 
Queen’s Counsel. I am, therefore, to request that you will 
have the goodness to inform the Lord Chancellor before 
Moncay next whether the statement that you are the 
editor of the paper is correct; and in the event of your 
rot thinking it right to give the Lord Chancellor this infor- 
mation, he will assume that the published notice of your 
name as editor is accurate. I am, Sir, your obedient ser- 

vant. 
Henry J. L. Granam, Principal Secretary.” 


To this ecmmunication Dr. Kerealy had replied that the 
Lod Chancellor had no right as a judge to assume any- 
thing against a man whom he bas put upon bis defence, 
He diss: nts from the idea that his Lordship possesses any 
right to ask him whether he prints or publishes anything. 
What wes His Lirdship going upcn? A printer puts his 
neme upcn a paper; he is too lazy, eccentiic, or way ward (or 
anything) to ccntradict it. His Lordship, acting ¢ flicially 
es Lord Chancellor, chooses to perform a great judicial act 
upon that assumption. Such a proceeding was an infringe- 
nent of Dr. Kenealy’s rights, as he was at Jiberty to publish 
what he pleased. He did so under legal liability and con- 
trel. He pretested againet bis Lordship entering into the 
inguiry ata’l. It was monstrous that a Lord Chancellor 
eculd take a one-sided view of the case. His Lordship had 
placed himself in a wrong position, and he was sorry for it. 
He took his defence upon the broad princigle that his Lord- 
ship was acting without evidence, that everything in the 
Englishman must be taken to be true until proved false, and 
that his Lordship, as a judge and dealing with him officially, 
was not authorised to pronounce any opinion upon it. The 
farther considera ion of the matter was adjourned by the 
Benchers till Wednesday next, at four o’clock.—The Times. 










Mr. Edmund James, bsrrister, of 7, New-square, 
Lincoln’s Inn, bae been appointed Official Examiner, under 
the petition to wind up the Emma Silver Mining Company 
(Limited). 

An application was made to the Master of the Rolls on 
Wedneeday last, to cupersede a writ of prohibition which 
had been issued to prevent the Lord Mayor’s Court from 
trying an acticn, The counsel for the applicant, in 
apewer to @ question from the court why application 
bad rot been made to a common Jaw judge, said that he 
bad applied to Mr. Justice Brett in chambers, but that 
learned judge doubted his jurisdiction to grant the order; 
and that he then spplied to the fall Court of Common 
Pleas, but that court appeared to think that the applica- 
tion ought to be made to the Lord Chancellor or to the 
Master of the Kolls, and refused his motion. The Master 
of the Volle thereupon said that the present proceeding 
was one of those proceedings on the common law side of 
tLe Court of Chancery which the Superior Courts of 
Common Law were not only enabled, but were required 
by the 29th section of the Petty Bag Office avd Enrolment 
in Chancery Amendment Act, 1849, to entertain. His 
Honour bad no doubt of his own jurisdiction to deal with 
the case, unlese, as be was inclined to think, bis jurisdiction 
to do #0 was ousted by the decision of the Court of 
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own creditors, has been considered in several recent caggg, 


sion of the Chief Judge in that case was, on Tuesday 
reversed by the Lords Justices. The facts were bri 
these :—On the death of one of the partners in a firm thg 
amount of his share became, under the provisions of thg 
partnership deed, a liquidated debt due from the conting. 
ing partners to hia executors. The continuing partness 
filed a liquidation petition, and the executors sought to 
prove in the liquidation for the value of their testator’s 
share as ascertained under the provisions of the partner 
ship deed. Some ofthe debts which had been contracted 
by the firm during the testator’s lifetime remained ur. 
paid, but the Chief Judge thought that the general rulg 
against proof by a partuer did not apply, because the sam 
claimed was a mere debt due from the continuing partner 
to the executors. The Lords Justices, however, thought 
otherwise, Lord Justice Mellish pointing out very cl 
that the rule in question is not limited to prooffor an un. 
ascertained balance depending on the taking of the part 
nership accounts, but extends to the preof of any debt, 
and moreover that the executor of a deceased partner can 
bein no better position than his testator, whose estate is in 
equity liable for the joint debts just as if the testator 
himself had been living. The case is importantas showing 
that the decision of Lord Eldon, in Ex parte Carter,2 
G. & J. 233, is still recognised as a binding authority, 
The particular facts of Re Dizon show also the stringency 
of the rule, for it appeared that the separate estate of the 
deceased partner, which was being administered in Chan 
cery, was of considerable value, and that his separate 
debis were of small amount, so that there would bea 
surplas available for the joint creditors, and the admission 
of the proof would have operated to augment that surplus; 
so that the rejection of the proof really benefited, not the 
joint creditors, but those creditors of the continuing 
partners who became sach after the death of the testator. 
The Chief Judge thought that his view of the case was 
justified by the decision of the Lords Justices in the resent 
case of Ex parte Wes'cott, 22 W. R. 813, L. R. 9 Ch. 626. 
Their Lordships, however, explained that they had noin- 
tention of interfering by that decision with the authority 
of Ex parte Carter, the proof in Ez parte Westcott being the 
simple case of a proof by a cestui que trust in respect of a 
breach of trust committed by his trustee. 


Tae 126rH s¥crion or THE Banknurrcy Act, 1869, pro 
vides that, in the case of proceedings for composition 
with creditors, the debtor, unless prevented by sickness of 
other cause satisfactory to such meetings, shall be present 
at both the meetings of the creditors, and “ shall answer 
avy inquiries made of him,’’ and Rule 295 of 1870 provides 
that the registrar, “ being satisfied that the requirements 
of the statute and of these rules have been complied with,” 
is to register the resolutions of the meetings. On Sature 
day last the Lords Justices, in Ex parte Mackenzie, ex- 
pressed their opinion that the fact that the debtor bad 
refused to answer material questions put to him by one 
of the creditors would be a sufficient reason why the re 
gistration of resolutions passed by the proper statu 
majority in favour of a composition shoald be refased ; 
although in the case before the court they held that they 
could not apply this rule, Shortly stated, the facts were 
as followa:—A large majority of tho creditors were ia 
favour of accepting the composition which was offered by 
the debtor. One, however, of the o:editors had seen @ 
letter which purported to have been written by the debtor 
to another creditor, and which contained an admission 
that he had @ partner in his business, ‘The creditors 
generally were not aware of any partnership, and the 
debtor’s own petition treated him as a sole trader. The 
creditor who had made this distovery inst 





Common Viess. The application was then withdrawn, 


his solicitor to attend on bis behalf at the first meet 
ing for the purpose of questioning the debtor about 





THE.WELL-KNOWN RULE in bankru ptcy, that a partay 
cannot prove against the estate of his bankrupt co-partng 
so long as any of the joint debts remain unpaid, becanggy 
by so doing he would be proving in competition with hig 


One of the latest was Re Dixon, 22 W. R. 875. The deg, 
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a 
¢his supposed partuership. The solicitor, however, in- 
stead of asking the debtor whether he had a partner, 
pat the letter in question into the debtor’s hand, 
and asked him whethee it was in his handwriting. 
Qn receiving an answer in the negative, he asked the 
debtor whether the letter was written by his authority. 
‘The debtor’s solicitor requested to see the letter before the 
question was answered. This request was refused, and 
the debtor thereupon, following the advice of his solicitor, 
declined to answer the question, The creditor's solicitor 

sued the matter no further, not even explaining to the 
meeting the object of the questions, but reserved the 
debtor's refusal to answer as an objection to the registra- 
tion of the resolutions in favour of a composition which 
were passed by the meeting. The objection was overruled 
in the county court, and by the Chief Judge, and the 
Lords Justices affirmed the decision. They held that, 
though the debtor was bound to answer material questions, 
still the questions must be put in such a way as to show 
that they were material. A creditor could not be per- 
mitted to make a mere show of putting a question at the 
meeting, reserving it to be brought forward afterwards by 
way of objection to the registration. In this case they 
thought the questions had not been put Jond fide for the 
purpose of obtaining information, but merely to afford a 
ground of opposition to the registration, Their Lordships 
also expressed a clear opiniop that the debtor was entitled 
before he answered any que#ion to have the advice of his 
solicitor as to its materiality. 


A SOMEWHAT SINGULAR CASE, likely, perhaps, to be more 
interesting to our posterity than to ourselves, was decided 
by the Privy Council on Saturday Jast. Shortly stated, it 
was the crowning engagement in a five years’ campaign 
hetween the personal representatives of a Roman Catholic 
Canadian, who died in Montreal on the 18th November, 
1869, and the curé and marguilliers (or charchwardens) 
of Notre Dame in that city—the object of the combatants 
‘being, on the one hand, to procure ecclesiastical burial for 
the unfortunate deceased on the right side of a paling 


dividing the parochial cemetery, and on the other hand, 
to have him buried on the wrong side of the paling, ia 
ground reserved for unbaptized infants, suicides, criminals 
executed without being reconciled to the Church, and 


similar undesirable grave-fellows. In this contest the 
deceased was at first represented by his widow ; but it will 
astonish few of our readers to learn that his present re— 
presentatives have for some time past been hers also. 
The material facts of the case do not seem to have been 
disputed, and were as follows :—Joseph Guibord, the de- 
ceased, was a layman, a Roman Catholic by birth and 
education, and—except that he was a member of an 
institute possessing some books which were on the 
Index Expurgatorius—a man of unexceptionable moral 
eharacter. In 1858 this institute was censured by the 
Roman Catholic Bishop of the diocese, but it declined to 
part with the books, and in 1865 some of iti members, and 
amongst them the deceased, appealed to Rome against the 
‘terms of the bishop's consure. In 1869 came a decree from 
the Pope forbidding any Catholiz to belcng to the institute, 
under pain of the penalties of the Church. Such was the 
state of things when Guibord, who had previously been re- 

the Sacraments, died suddenly of paralysis. The 
euré, with the sanction of the bishop, refused to bury him, 
but offered interment, without any religious rites, in the 
part of the cemetery consisting entirely of unconsecrated 
graves. ‘The Superior Court was then invoked for a writ of 
mandamus, which it granted, notwithstanding the weighty 
defence that Guibord, though not excommunicated by name, 
was, under tho circumstances, “a public sinner.” The 
Court of Revision, however, quashed the writ, and 
its judgment was upheld by the Court of Queen's 
Bench at Quebec. On appeal from these latter decisions 
the Privy Council on Saturday, after arguments extending 
over eight days in June and July last, held that, according 
to the Quebec ritual and the laws binding upon hor Majesty's 
Roman Catholio subjects in Lower Canada, a man must 
have been excommunidated by name before ecclesiastical 
darial can legally be denied to his body. They accordingly 
ordered a peremptory writ of mandamus to issue to the ourd 
tnd marguillicrs, commanding them, upon proper applica- 
tion and tender or payment of the usual foes, to prepare a 





grave for the burial of Guibord, in that part of the cemetery 
used for ecclesiastical burials. At the close of a long and 
elaborate judgment their lordships pointed out that if, as 
had been suggested, difficulties should arise by reason of an 
interment without religious ceremonies in that part of the 
ground to which the mandamus applied, it would be in the 
power of the ecclesiastical authorities to obviate them by 
permitting the performance of such ceremonies as were suffi- 
cient for that purpose; and they concluded by expressing a 
hope that the question of burial with such ceremonies would 
be reconsidered and further litigation avoided. In this hope 
we would venture respectfully to join, not so much for the 
sake of M. Guibord, who, pendente life, has been putting up, 
as it were, and, we would fain believe, peacefully reposing, 
in a Protestant cemetery, as for the sake of the judges and 
the public time both in Canada and at home. 


THE DECISION OF THE LORD Jestices on Tuesday last, in 
Ex parte Banks, is of some practical importance. A 
debtor, who was about to file a liquidation petition, 
employed an accountant to make up his books, and 
deposited a sum of £20 with him. Three day afterwards 
the petition was filed, and the accountant was then 
appointed receiver. On carrying in his account as receiver 
he claimed to retain out of the £20, not only his taxed 
costs as receiver in the liquidation, but also a remuneration 
for his services rendered to the debtor during the three 
days before the petition was filed. The Lords Jastices 
held that the accountant was entitled to a reasonable 
remuneration for those services ; but they said that in all 
such cases (cases, we believe, of everyday occurrence) the 
registrar ought to moderate the account charged by the 
accountant, availing himself in so doing of the assistance 
of the taxing-master, though there would not be a formal 
taxation. As charges of this kind do not fall within the 
4th and 5th rules of 1871, the case is important as showing 
how they are to be dealt with. 








The universal practice in the Common Pleas has been to 
disallow on taxation all ‘‘ refreshers”” when paid ¢o nomine, 
This week, however, Lord Coleridge, C.J., granted an appli- 
cation calling on the master to review lis taxation in this 
respect, and his Lordship said that he did so because the court 
wished their practice on the point to be assimilated to that 
of the other courts, in all of which “ refreshers” were 
acknowledged, and in proper cuses allowed. 

At the monthly meeting, held last week, of the Council 
of the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce, the discussion 
turned on the expedienoy of establishing a permissive 
registry of trade-marks, which would enable the pablic to 
ascertain the trade-marks and names of the principal 
manufacturers throughout the country, and demonstrate 
to the Guvernment the necessity of passing a measure to 
provide for the compulsory registration of all trade-marks, 
on a plan similar to that in force on the Continent and in 
the United States. It was unanimously decided to 
establish a registry, and a sab-committee was appointed to 
carry ou} the preliminary arrangemects, which would pro- 
vide for free registration and free search up to a certain 
date. 

Tho Pal! Mall Gazette says —It would appear from 4 
letter addressed to us this morning by “ An Alderman” 
that “the curious distinction’ noticed by Mr. Arnold the 
other day in the law relating to furious driving in the 
atroets has no existence in fact. It may be remembered that 
a drunken livery-stable keoper, named Rogers, who was 
summoned before Mr. Arnold for driving of an exceptionally 
furious and dangerous kind was discharged with a fine of 
40s,, the magistrate adding that ifthe defendant had been 
a cab-driver he should have sent him to prison without the 
option of a fine, but that, not being so, he could only inflict 
a fine upon him, On this “ An Alderman " remarks that “if 
a stipendiary learned in the law will not object to be set 
right by one of the unpaid,” he would refer Mr. Arnold to 
the 12th section of the Licensing Act of 1872 :—“ Every 
person who in any highway or public place is drank while im 
charge of any carriage or horse may be apprehended, aad 
shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding 40s, or, in the 
disoretion of the court, to imprisonment, with or without 
hard labour, for any term not exceeding one month.” 
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General Correspondence. 


THe VENDOR AND PcrcHAseEr Act, 1874. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The importance of the 7th section of this Act will I 
hope induce you to allow me once again to call attention to 
the changes it has introduced. Admitting your construction 
of the section to be the true one, and that its effect is to put 
an end to the protection hitherto afforded by the legal estate, 
though I may add that much apter words might have been 
used to express such an intertion, 1 would ask how are 
priorities to be ascertained in future? Is the rule qui prior est 
tempore potior est jure to be henceforth maintained as a prin- 
ciple admitting of no qualification, of no modification? Are 
care and diligence to be from this time forward unrewarded, 
and an incumbrancer, whose negligence has facilitated the 
perpetration of a fraud, to take precedence of another who has 
in consequence of such negligence been deceived? Such a 
dcctrine would go beyond even Dizon v. Muckleston 
(21 W. R.178, L. R. 8 Ch. 155), and would be in direct con- 
tradiction to long series of cases, most of which are referred 
to in Hunter v. Wolters (L.R. 11 Eq. 292, and on appeal 
£0 W.R. 218, L.R. 7 Ch. 75). 

But where is the line to be drawn? As the law stood 
before the passing of the Act, there were few branches of 
equity jurisprudence that presented greater practical difficulties 
thanthat which dealt with the rights of different incumbrancers 
on realestate where there had been any negligence in perfecting 
the securities. It may perhaps be said that sirce Diron v. 
Muctlston the position of every mortgagee has been insecure, 
and that in questions hereafter arisiag between incumbrances 
the court will follow the ruling of Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
in Rice v. Rice'(2 W.R. 139, 2 Drew. 73), where he decided that 
a vendor who parted with the title-deeds lost his lien for un- 
paid purchase money as between himself and an equitable 
mortgagee who had advanced money to the purclaser on de- 
posit of the deeds without notice that any part of the purchase 
money wasuppaid. Tbe Vice-Chancellor says, “In a contest 
between prrsons having only equitable interests, priority of 
time is the ground of preference last resorted to; i.e. that a 
cocrt of equity will not prefer the one to the other, on tbe 
mere ground of priority of time, until it finds upon an examina- 
tion of their relative merits that there is no other sufficient 
ground of preference between them, or in other words, that 
their cquities are in all other respects equal; and that if one 
has on other grounds a better equity than the other, priority 
of time is immaterial.” Again, the Vice-Chancellor says, 
“It appears to me that in all cases of contest between persons 
having «quitable interests, the conduct of ths parties and all 
the circumstances must be teken into consideration, in order 
to determine which bas the better equity.” 

I quote these dicta, which, so far as I am aware, have 
never been disapproved of, because of their bearing upon 
a point which if the Act is to remain in force will, I hope, 
be settled by decisicn at an early date, and it is this :—If an 
incumbrancer on rea] estate is aware of the existence of a 
prict mortgage and nvglects to give notice of his incum- 
prance to such prior mortgagee, and the first mortgagee 
makes a subsequent advance, will such advance have priority 
over the debt to the erecnd mortgagee? It will doubtless 
be argued that to decide in the affirmative would be to re- 
peal the section, and it cannot be even suggested that accord- 
ing to the old lew an equitable first mortgagee who has not 
the legal estate could obtain protection for subsequent ad- 
vanes. But such a first mortgagee had been guilty of 
negligence in not getting in the legal cstate, whereas in the 
‘ate l Lave supposed, the only negligence would have been 
that of the second mor‘gagee in abstaining from giving 
notce. Probably, however, it will be held that the neglect 
to give notice is not such negligence as will justify the post- 
ponement of the mortgage; Lut I need not point out that 
e0ch a decivion must open the door to all kinds of fraud. 
‘+I fear I have already exceeded the proper limits of such 
a letter as this, but I would ask permission in conclusion to 
point out the curious terms of the qualifying proviso of the 
nection “that this sectin shall not take away from any 
estate, sight, title, or interest, any priority or protection 
which but for this section would have been given or allowed 
thereto as against any estate or interest existing before the 
cmatnencersent of this Act.” Hence, if A. be first mort- 
gages with the legal estate, and B. second mortgagee—if 


to the commencement of the Act make advances and tack. 

them to his first mortgage, unless indeed the words “ take 

away ” be held to imply that the estate to be protected’ 

must have been in existe: c: at the date of the Act. 4H, 
Hereford, 23 Nov. 





Tus REGISTRATION oF MortcaceEs or TRADE FIXTURES 
As Bixis or SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I send you some observations which you may think 
will be a fitting supplement to your article of last week on. 
this subject. 

In both the Bills suggested last session, the one by the 
Manchester Chamber of Commerce, and the other by the 
Manchester Law Association, the test of the necessity of 
registering a mortgage was whether the machinery or 
trade fixtures comprised in it were such as usually be. 
longed to a tenant in case a mill or manufactory had been 
let instead of being cecupied by the owner. 

A man occupying his own mill would still be at liberty- 
to mortgage it, and with it the engine boilers and motive 
power, or in other words, all that usually belongs to the 
landlord, without registration. 

It would only be when he included machinery and trade- 
fixtures which, if he let the mill, would be ordinarily 
supplied by the tenant (or ingother words, when he in- 
claded the furniture of the mill), that it would be needfuk 
to register the deed. 

This was conceived to be in accordance with the inten- 
tion of the Bills of Sale Act. 

It is on the faith of the machinery of which he is the: 
seeming owner that a trader obtains credit ; and if, when. 
he happens to occupy his own mill, he is permitted by a 
secret, that is unregistered, assignment or mortgage to 
divest himself of the bulk of that machinery, an injastice 
is done to his creditors which the Bills of Sale Act was. 
designed to prevent. 

A prndent creditor may have ascertained before trusting. 
a trader that the latter was only tenant of his mill, and. 
as such owner of his machinery, but the trader, by simply 
entering into a contract for purchase of his mill (without. 
actually paying for it), may place himself in a position to 
make a mortgage, which shall take ont of his estate the. 
bulk of his property, while he remains apparent owner of 
it. 

This was the case in Boyd v. Shorrock (16 W. R. 102, 
L. B. 5 Eq. 72), where the bankrupt traders held an eight 
years’ lease with a contract to purchase the fee. 

In the case of Begbie v. Fenwick (reported in 19 W. R.: 
402, and ina note to Ex parte Daglish, In re Wilde, L. R. 
8 Ch, 1075), Vice-Chancellor Malins availed himself of the: 
circumstance of the mortgage deed containing an assign- 
ment of the trade fixtures by a separate testitwm to give a 
decision contrary to that in Boyd v. Shorrock, which he 
evidently disapp roved. 

In the eye of the law an absolate assignment of trade- 
fixtures may be supposed to convey a larger estate than an 
assignment of them along with property for the residue of 
a long term of years, but this is cortainly somewhat of 
a legal fiction, for the buildings would in fact outlast the 
fixtures. 

The case of Ex parte Daglish, In re Wilde (21 W. R. 893, 
L. B. 8 Ch. 1072) was decided in accordance with the views 
above contended for, and it was hoped that it had settled 
the law as regarded leaseholds, and that before long, not- 
withstanding a dictum of one of the Lords Jastices, the 
same rule would be applied to freeholds. 

Unfortunately in the next case, Lx parte Barclay, Re 
Joyce (22 W. RB. 608, L. R. 9 Ch. 576), the Lords Justices 
retraced their ground, and held tho test whether a mort- 
gage deed including trade fixtures required registration or 
not to be whether it happen to contain an express power 
to sell the fixtares separately from the building. 

The effect of this is that the right of a trader's creditors, 
in the event of his insolvency, to a larger portion of the 
property of which he is the apparent owner, is to depend’ 
on the exact wording of a mortgage deed which they have 
no power of previously ascertaining, 

It is not uncommon, under the usual terms of a mort- 





B.'s wecarity be dated before the Act, A. may subsequently 
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ty or any part thereof either together or in parcels, 
first to offer a mill or manufactory with the trade fixtures, 

if it do not command a purchaser, to sell the 
machinery, that is, the trade fixtures, separately, so that 
the refined distinction drawn by the Lords Justices in this 
case (and they confessed it to be a very fine one) exists 
rather in fancy than in reality. 

To the profession it is most embarrassing that the 
necessity of registration of a mortgage should be made to 
arn on a nice point whether the deed happen to contain one 
habendum or two, or on the precise wording of the power 
of sale, instead of on the broad principle whether the trade 


fixtures comprised in it are such as usually belong to a - 


landlord or a tenant, 

The suggestion of the Manchester Law Association as 
regards existing mortgages has been that a period of three 
months should be allowed for their registration, but 
though this may be the more logical course, they are quite 
prepared, out of regard to existing interests, to concur in 
the proposition urged by the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce that past mortgages shall be confirmed without 

istration. 
oth the Chamber of Commerce and Liw Association 
in the importance of an immediate express enactment 
that trade fixtures, of the kind usually belonging to a 
tenant, shall not be capable of being taken out of a trader's 
general estate except by a registered deed, and that in this 
respect the same rule shall apply equally to frecholds and 
leaseholds. 

It is to be hoped that another session will not be allowed 

to pass without the law being settled on this head. 


Meee Sid oe iat to the report of Boyd v. Shorrock the 
judgment did not in any way turn on the fact that the mort- 
gagors had contracted to purchase the premises. We have 
so recently dealt with the subject that we shall here only 
tefer our readers to the article of last week alluded to by our 
correspondent, and to an article in 17 S. J. 820.—Ep.S. J.] 


——+ 





Hucieties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting of theabovesociety, held atthe 
Law Institution on Tuesday last, the following question 
was discussed, No. 547 legal :—“‘ Between two equitable 
titles is the defence of being purchaser for valuable con- 
sideration without notice valid against that title which is 

ior in point of time?” Mr. Hepburn was chairman. 

e debate was opened by Mr. Saxelby, and was continued 
by Messre. Radford, Snaith, Montagu, and several other 
members of the society. The opener having replied, the 
chairman summed up, and the question was put to the meet- 
ing and carried in the affirmative by a majority of three. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s Inn Hall 
on Wednesday, Mr. J. I. Davies presiding, the subject 
for the evening’s debate being, ‘‘ That the power given to 
the judges of dispensing with the preliminary examiaation 
should be taken away.” The motion was carried. 


ee 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday evening 

+ Mr. G. T. Smith, solicitor, presiding, when, after it 
had been resolved to add a number of books to the library, 
adebate took place on the following question: “Is a con- 
tract for salo rescinded by stoppage in transitu?'’ Mr. 
A. J. David ( Dudley), supported the affirmative, and Mesars. 
8 R. Shore, Hearle (Walsall), and Hadley, upheld the 
Regative view. The voting was in favour of the latter. 








According to an official return just printed the largest 
amount in tho last ten years collected by stamps or 
otherwise in the Court of Chancery was in 1871, when it 
Teached to £100,878, 





Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Witttram WELLINGTON Carrys, C.M.G., brother of 
the Lord Chancellor, has been appointed Governor of 
Queensland, in Australia, in succession to the Marquis of 
Normanby. The governorship of Queensland is worth 
£4,000 per annum, with allowances of £1,124, 


= Mr. Georcr Locu, Q.C., Attorney-General to the Prince- 
of Wales, has been appointed Treasurer of the Middle 
Temple, in succession to Mr. J. R. Kenyon, Q.C. 


Mr. Wittrasu Brxys Satu, solicitor, has been appointed: 
a Chief Clerk in the Court of the Hononrable the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Charles Hall, in the room of Mr. Alfred 
Hall, resigned. Mr. Binns Smith was admitted in Easter 
Term, 1861, and was a member of the firm of Richard and 
W. B. Smith, of 7, New Square, Lincoln’s Inn. 


Mr. Taurstan Ggorce Date, solicitor, of Lincoln, has 
been re-appointed Under-Sheriff of the city and county 
of the city of Lincoln for the ensuing year. Mr. Dale was: 
admitted in 1843, and is Clerk of the Peace for the city, 
and clerk to the Lincoln Burial Board, and to the Com- 
missioners of Land Tax, besides holding other appoint. 
ments. 

Mr. Witttam Brice, solicitor, of Bristol, has been 
elected Town Clerk of that city in the room of his recently 
deceased partner, Mr. Daniel Burges. Mr. Brice is also 
solicitor to the Bristol] Dock Board. He was admitted in 
1833, and has been for many years City Solicitor and 
Clerk to the City Magistrates. We understand that he 
will resign the last-named post as soon as a successor can 
be conveniently appointed, and that his salary as Town 
Clerk and City Solicitor. will be £1,000 a year. 

Mr. Henry Gartsipe has been appointed Town Clerk of 
Ashton-under-Lyne, in the room of Mr. William Marsbal),. 
resigned. Mr. Gartside has also been appointed Joint 
Solicitor, with Mr. Noah Backley, to the Ashton-under- 
Lyne, Staleybridge, and Dukinfield Waterworks. 


Heqal Ltenrs. 





In a Parliamentary Blue Book just issued, a table ap- 

ars “‘ showing the statistics of some of the work of the 
Court of Chancery” for the ten years 1863-72. In the 
last year 14,710 decrees and orders were drawn up by the: 
registrars. ? 

It appears that the question of introducing some Indian 
judges into the Supreme Council has again been mooted 
before the Indian Government. It was Mr. Fitzjames 
Stephen, we believe, who proposed that judges should help 
the Legislature more than they do now; and perhaps the 
need of such help may by this timo have forced itself upox 
the mind of the present Viceroy.— Allen's Indian Mail, 

At the Middlesex Sessions, on the 26th instant, the fol- 
lowing motion was put and carried unanimoasly :-—“ That 
in the opinion of the magistrates of Middlesex, in Quarter 
Sessions assembled, the appointment by the Crown of a. 
public prosecutor in England and Wales will tend to pro-- 
mote the interests and the furtherance of the ends of 
justice throughout the kingdom.” 

In the year ending at Michaelmas, 1873, the first year 
under the Licensing Act of 1872, there were in England 
and Wales 3,871 convictions of licensed persons for~ 
offences against the tenour of their licences or certificates, 
or against the Licensing Acts. In 1,352 of these cases 
the conviction was recorded on the licence; in 2,519 it 
was not recorded. There were also 439 convictions for- 
selling, or having in possession, intoxicating liquors without- 
a licence. 

A daily paper gives the following report of what took: 
place in the Court of Common Pleas on Tuesday last, with. 
respect to prohibitions to the Lord Mayor's Court:—In the 
course of the day—as has frequently happened lately—. 
several applications for prohibitions directed to the Lord 
Mayor’s Court were brought forward. The ground upon 
which the motions were made was that the whole cause of. 
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-action had not arisen within the City of London. In one of 
the cases Lord Culeridge said that the rule would be abso- 
lute, and the plaintiff’s attorney would have to pay the 
costs of it. It was mentioned, however, that the rule had 
been moved against the plaintiff himself, and not against 
his attorney. Lord Coleridge.—Then the rule will be abso- 
Inte in its terms, and the plaintiff must be left to his action 
against his attorney. Mr. Justice Brett.—If attorneys will 
goon bringing these actions in the Mayor's Court in spite 
of everything the court says, they will find that their clients 
will have actions against them. 

The committee of the Salford Hundred Quarter Sessions 
appointed to consider the Home Secretary's letter on the 
subject of the sammary jurisdiction of magistrates aud 
the repression of violence, have recommended that whip- 
ping should be added to the punishments for unlawfally 
wounding, with or without a weapon, and doing grievous 
‘bodily harm ; for assaults occasioning actual bodily harm; 
and for certain offences against girls under twelve years of 
age. They have also recommended that for a certain class 
of assaults at present purishable by two years’ imprison- 
ment, with or without bard labour, the punishment should 
be either five years’ penal servitnde or two years’ 
imprisonment, with hard labour. In cases of burglary 
there should be a discretion to commit for trial to the 
Assizes. For assaults ou constables they have recom- 
mended the increase of the term of summary punishment 
and penal servitude. The report has been adopted by the 
‘Quarter Sessions. 








€Cuurts. 


THE EUROPEAN ARBITRATION. * 
(Before Lord Romy.) 
Oct. 28.—Rez the Anglo-Australian and Universal Family 
Life Assurance Company.—Harman’s case and Pratt's case. 
Under the European Assurance Society Arbitration Acts, the 
arbitrator has authority to rehear a case already decided in the 
arbitration, if in his opinion that decision was founded on a 
mistaken view of the law. It makes no difference whether 
such a mistake has been made by the arbitrator who orders 
the rehearing or by his predecessor. 

Accordingly Harman's § Pratt's cases, 18 S. J. 25, were 
reheard, and Lord Westbury’s decision was reversed. 


This was a re-hearing of two cases heard together before 
Lord Westbury, on June 18th, 1873, and reported 18 S. J. 
2, — all the material facts will be found stated at 


Lord Romilly, who was appointed arbitrator on the death 
of Lord Westbury, had, on several occasions, stated that the 
principles upon which Lord Cairns in the Albeit Arbitra- 
tion and Lord Westbury in this arbitration had decided the 
question of novation, were inconsistent ; and that he should 
in future follow Lord Cairns’ decisi.ns. The question 
then arcee whether noxation cases, which Lord Westbury 
had already decidec, gould be re-considered, and Lord 
Romilly ordered Horman’s and Pratt's cases to be set down 

in, With the view of deciding the question raised as to 
powers of the arbitrator, as well as of rehearing the 
cates on their merits. Lord Westbury had decided that 
neither Mr. Harman nor Mr. Pratt had ercated a novation 
of his original contract with the Anglo-Australian Company, 
and that each of them was entitled to prove concurrent 
for the value of bis policy against the Anglo-Australian and 
tach of the three companies between which and the Anglo- 
jan successive emalgamations had taken place. It 
had then been admitted that under the first amalgamation 
—viz., that between the Anglo-Australian and the British 
Provident Society—policyholders received the *‘ additional 
guarantee” of the British Provident, but did not abandon 
their original contract ; and therefore (Lord Westbury’s 
views on novation being then well known), the question of 
novation in Harman's case was not # seriously argued a8 
the subordinate question of concurrent provf, On the present 
nation, howe, no euch admiscion was made in favour of 
the policy holders. 

Higgins, VC. (M. Crkson wits bin), for the joint official 
ings , argued toat Harmao end Pratt had both 
assented to the slteration of the Anglo-Australian Com- 





pany’s deed of settlement for the express purpose of en. 
abling a transfer to another company. Pratt, who had 
never received a so-called guarantee policy from the 
British Provident, had clearly effected a novation with the 


affixed to his policy by the la'ter society; while Har 
though his policy had not been endorsed by the Britigh 
Nation, had still acquiesced in that and the other transferg 
which had taken place, had paid his premiums to the other 
companies in succession ever since, and could not, after 
this lapse of time, be entitled to come back to the first 
company (see Line’s case, No. 1, 18 S.J. 418). He also 
referred to the following cases on the general question of 
novation :—Conguest’s case, 17 S. J. 328; Dale's case, 1§ 
S. J. 886; General Pott's case, 18 W. R. 266, L. R. 5 Oh, 
118; Hawtrey’s case, 16 S.J. 713 ; Kennedy's case, 15 8. J, 
729; Whitehaven Bank's case, Reilly's Alb. Rep. 63; Rivaz's 
case, 16 S. J. 590; and Tuldot’s case and Glanjield's case, 18 
8. J. 759. 

Jackson, Q C. (F.C. J. Millar with him), for Messrs. Harman 
& Pratt, contended that under the European Assurance 
Society Arbitration Acts 1872 and 1873 no power was given 
to the arbitrator to reverse the decisions of his predecessor, 
or even his own decisions, after an order had once been 
made. The 20th section of the Act was the only one which 
could be relied upon in support of such a conteation ; but 
the words there used could not have been intended to 
authorise a rehearing, except iu cases where a rehearing 
would have been allowed in the Court of Chancery—e.g., 
where subsequent evidence had been obtained, or impor- 
tant parties had been omitted. In any case there had 
been no novation. He referred to Re Manchester and 
London Life Assurance Association, 18 W. RK, 1183, L. R.5 
Ch. 640 ; Blundell's case, 17 8. J. 87. sae 

Higgins, Q.C., in reply, as to the power to rehear cited 
Frere’s case, 16 8. J. 501. 

Lord Romizty.—On the question of novation I do not 
want any argument at all. [have considered it more than 
once since this time last year, when [ eximined it, and the 
only result has been to confirm me in the view that I have 
taken. No person has a greater respect for another than I 
had for Lord Westbury, and nothing would induce me to 
reverse one of his decisions where I thought there was the 
slightest doubt about it. Bat if there is a case involvi 
the very object for which the arbitrator is appointed, 
think that then I am bound to consider whether the court 
is not obliged by the Act itself to give the best judgment it 
cin upon it. I think that that is the case here. I have 
heard a great number of explanations attempted to be given 
why Lord Westbury came to such a decision, but I have 
disregarded everything of that kind. I have looked at it as 
if it were my own judgment, and as if I had myself come to 
that conclusion deliberately ; and as if subsequent cases had 
induced me to re-consider my view of the case. Alter re- 
considering my view of the case, I am satisfied that I was 
wrong, and that I ought to have the case set right, provided 
I have authority to do so. I am satisfied that I have 
authority, and therefore I cannot help coming to the con- 
clusion that I came to a wrong decision, and that I ought to 
vary the order made by me. : 

Lord Romilly intimated that in future he should require 
a strong case in order to induce him to allow a rehearing. 
After some conversation it was settled that there should be 
a declaration that neither Harman nor Pratt was entitled to 
prove against the Anglo-Australian and British Provident 
Companies, leave being given to mention Harman's case 
again, as regards his proof against the British Provident, if he 
should be so advised ; but his Lordship expressed an opinion 
that his remarks in Line’s case, 18 8, J. 418, would govern 
this case also. 

_ Solicitors for the joint official liquidator, Mercer and 
Merser. 
Solicitor for Messrs. Harman and Pratt, George Blagden. 


QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Before Cocxnvny, C.J., Buackeunn, Quain and 
AncuipaLy, JJ.) 
Nov. 19.—Hz parte Rowlands, 


Articled derk—Stamping and enrolment of copy of lost articles. 
Beth Smith moved on affidavits for an order to enrol & 





. KeyateA by lh. Tacxtom Lasnes, Vag, Darrister-at-Law, 


copy of an assignment of articles of clirkship which had 
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been Icst, and that service thereunder might count from the 
date of execution. The nffidavits disclosed the following 
facts: —In May, 1871, J. Rowlands was articled to O. D. 
Hughes for the usual term of five ycars; the articles were 
duly stamped and enrolled, and Rowlands served under them 
until the death of O. D. Hughes, which took p'ace in De- 
cember, 1871. An assignment of the articles was executed 
jn January, 1872, by which the residue of the term was 
assigned to J. Hughes. The indenture of assignment was 
forwarded to the London agent of J. Hughes for the purpose 
of being stamped and enrolled, but in conscquence of some 
omission the indenture had to be returned, and it was then 
mislaid and forgotten. In January, 1873, Kowlands dis- 
covered that the indenture was Jying at his master’s office 
unstamped ; he immediately sent it off to the London agent, 
who again was obliged to return it. It was returned by post 
addressed to J. Hughcs, and was lost in the transit. ‘The 
fact that the indenture had again been returned was not com- 
municated to Rowlands until January, 1874. In pursuance 
of a suggestion made by the court to that effect a verified 
copy was presented at the stamp office, and was duly 
stamped. 

The Court now grarted the applicaticn on the ground 
that the delay was not caused by any default on the part of 
the clerk. 

Attorney for the applicant, H. Foulks Lynch. 





THE RAILWAY COMMISSION. 


Nov. 2,3, 10.—The Rala § Dolgelly Railway Company v. The 
Cambrian Railway Company. 


The B, & D. Railway Company had powers under their special 
act of running over the railway of the C. Railway Company, 
and the terms and conditions upon which they were to exercise 
such powers were referred to the decision of the Railway 
Commissioners. 

It appeared that the G. W. Railway Company worked the line of 
the B. & D. Company, and would exercise the running powers, 
which were claimed only for through passenger traflic. 

Held, that the G. W. Conipany should be made parties to the 
arbitration ; that the toll to be paid for the runniog powers 
should be a mileage proportion of the through fares less 
government duty, and a percentage (20 per cent) for working 
expenses, and that the conditions of the exercise of such 
powers should be (1) that if for their exercise the running 
company required works to be constructed, they should bear 
the cost in the first instance, the owning company paying 
them 5 per cent upon the outlay. (2) that the hours of 
arrival and departure of the trains of the running company 
should be fixed by them, and if objected to by the owning 
company, should be fixed by the commissioners ; and (3) that 
in the interest of public safety the trains of the running com- 
pany should not exceed in weight the ordinary goods trains 
of the owning company, nor in speed the ordinary passenger 
trains of the owning company. 

The Commissioners made the percentage for working expenses 
Subject to revision every three years at the option of any of the 
companies. 


This was an application by the Bala and Dolgelly Ruil- 
way Company, to settle certain differences between them 
and the Cambrian Reilway Company, which differences 
were referred to the Commissioners by the Board of Trade 
under 37 & 38 Vict. c. 40, s. 6. 

The Bala and Dvigelly Railway Company were incor- 

orated by tke ‘Bala and Dolgelly Railway Act, 1862,” 
fr the purpose of constructing a railway from Dolgelly to 

la. 

The Great Western Railway Company were by the samo 
Act authorised tc enter into arrangements for working the 
undertaking. 

By the Aberystwith and Welsh Coast Railway Acts, 
1861, 1862, and 1865, a company was authorised to con- 
struct a railway between Barmouth and Dolgelly ; and the 
applicants obtained certain powers and facilities for work- 
ing their traffic on the said line of railway between Dolgelly 
and Barmouth, It was provided by the last of the above- 
mentioned statutes, that the terms, conditions, and regala- 
tions, subject to which the applicants should use the rail- 
way between Dolgelly and Barmouth, and the tolls or other 
considerations to be paid by them for the same should, fail- 
ing agreement betwoon the parties, be determined by an 
arbitrator to bo appointed by the Board of ‘Trade, 











* Roported by H. W. Macnamara, Esq , Barrister-at-Law. 





The Aberystwith and Welsh Ccast Railway Company 
was, in 1865, amalgamated with the Cambrian Railway 
Company. In the same year the Great Western Company 
entered into an agreement to work the Bala and Dolgelly 
Railway in perpetuity. 

In February, 1873, an agreement was made between the 
applicants of the first part, the Great Western Railway of 
the seccnd part, and the Cambrian Railway of the third 
pert, by which the several companies parties thereto, 
entered into arrangements with reference to the building 
and user of stations and works at Dolgelly, and to the work 

ing of the traffic ‘‘interchanged or to ke interchanged” 
between the companies, 

The said companies had been, and still were working upon 
the terms of the said agreement. 

The Bzla and Dolgelly Railway is eighteen miles long, 
and the Cambrian Railway between Dolgelly and Barmouth 
over which running powers were sought to be enforced, is 
nine miles long; both railways are single lines and are 
worked on the staff system. 

The applicants alleged that passengers by their railway to 
Barmouth were subject to delay, change of carriages, and 
other inconveniences at Doulgelly, and that it wonld be more 
convenient if the trains of the Great Western using the ap- 
plicants’ line pursvant to the said agreement, instead of 
stopping at Dolgelly, proceeded on, and passed over the de- 
fendants’ railway to Barmcuth. 

F. M. White, for the epplicants, contended that the 
Great Western Company were cntitled to their through 
running powers to Barmouth as granted by statute. Inde- 
pendently of their undoubted right such powers were 
essential icr public convenience. At present the Great 
Westein Company only sought to exercise their running 
powers to Barmouth in respect of through passenger traffic ; 
they did not interd to carry locel or goods traffic. The 
Bala Company were ibe proper applicants,and that they 
worked their line by agency and with the rolling stock of 
the Great Western was immaterial. 

Mcelutyre, Q.C., for the defendants, contended that by the 
agreement between the companies made in February, 1873, 
the Cambrian Company had entered into an arrangement to 
afford every facility to the Bala Company for the reciprocal 
forwarding of trains to and fiom the Dolgelly station, and 
acting on the belief that the agreement virtually annulled 
the statutory running powers in question, had gone to con- 
siderable expense in the enlargement and improvement of 
that station. The Great Western Company cught to be 
made partics to this application. The through running 
ara if granted, should be given direct to the Great 

Western, as that company would, in effect, use them, and 
they st ould be subject to the conditions to be imposed. The 
Bala and Delgelly Company had practically leased their 
line to the Great Western, and by the terms of their agree- 
ment had bound themselves never to become carriers on that 
line at all. 

The Court at once held that the statutory powers 
originally granted to the applicants were not, nor could be, in 
any way affected or altered by the subsequent agreement ; 
and further that it was, in the opinion of the court, proper 
to make the Great Western Company parties to the applica- 
tion, as a protection to the Cambrian Company in the event 
of any violation of the award. 

MeIntyre, Q.C., said that after the decision of the court on 
those points, he should not, as he had intended to do, call 
witnesses, as he did not think the case, under the aspect it 
had assumed, would be materially altered by auy evidence 
he could produce. : 

The Covnt, in giving judgment, said that the matter for 
their decision was now merely what terms, conditions, ar 
regulations should be imposed cn the Bala Company (in- 
cluding also the Great Western Company as lawfully 
their railway), and what toll or other consideration 
be paid by them, They decided that as regarved the toll 
for the use of the railway to Barmouth and of the stations, 
sidings, &c., connected therewith, it should be paid out of 
the receipts from the through fares, and that the gross 
amount received should, after deducting the Government 
duty, be divided in proportion to the lengths of the railways 
over which the through treffic was carried, and that the 

Cambrian Company should receive its mileage proportion, 
less twenty per cent, to be allowed _— Bala Company, or 

company running the trains, for working expenses, eae 

the ps, Str having the option, at the cad of every three 
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years, of claiming a revision by the commissioners of such 
If it should be found that for the safe work- 
ing of asingle line by two companies, a second line of rails 
was required to be laid down at particular places for the 

rossing of trains, &c., the works for such purposes should 
be constructed at the cost of the Bala Company and in con- 
sideration thereof, the Cambrian Company should allow to 
the Bala Company an annual sum equal to five per cent. on 
the cost of the works so constructed. The hours of arrival 
and departure of the through trains run by the Bala Com- 
pany shouldbe fixed by that company, and in case of objectiun 
by the Cambrian Company or on failure to agree, the ques- 
tion in difference should be referred t> the commiss‘oners to 
The Cambrian and Bala Companies should each 
pay one-half of the coats and expenses of the hearing of the 


percentage. 


determine. 


case. 








Zaw Students’ Sournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Hirary Examination, 1875, 

The attention of students is requested to the follow- 

ing rules:—As an encouragement to students to study 
jurisprudence and Roman civil law, twelve student- 
ships of one hundred guineas each shall be established, 
and divided equally into two classes; the Ist class 
of studentships to continue for two years, and to be open for 
competition to any student as to whom not more than four 
terms shall have elapsed since he kept kis first term; and the 
2nd class to continue for one year only, and to be open for 
competition to any student not then already entitled to a 
studentship, as to whom not less than four and not more than 
eight terms shall have elapsed since he kept his first term; 
two of each class of such studentships to be awarded by the 
council, on the recommendation of the Committee, after every 
examination before Hilary and Trinity Terms respectively, to 
the two students of each set of competitors who shall have 
passed the best examination in both jurisprudence and 
Roman civil law. But the Committee shall not be oblized 
to recommend any studentship to be awarded if the result of 
the examination be such as in their opinion not to justify 
such recommendation. Any student admitted before the 1st 
of January, 1873, shall be entitled to compete for the student- 
ehips above mentioned ; provided that at the time of his 
examination not more than eleven terms shall have elapsed 
since his admission. No student admitted after the 31st De- 
cember, 1872, shall receive from the council the certificate of 
fitness for call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court, 
unless he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects, viz., Ist, Roman Civil Law; 2adly, the 
Law of Real and Personal Property; and 3rdly, Common Law 
and Equity. No student admitted after the 31st December, 
1872, shall be examined for call to the bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms; except that students admitted after that day 
shall have the option of passing the examination in Roman 
civil law at any tims after having kept four terms. An 
examination will be held in January next, to which a student 
of any of the Ions of Court, who is desirous of becoming a 
candidate for a studentship, or honours, or of obtaining a 
certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, or of passing 
the examination in Roman civil law, wi'l be admissible. 
Each student proposing to submit himself for examination will 
be required to enter his name at the treasurer’s office of the 
Inn of Court to which he belongs, on or before Ifonday, the 
21st day of December next; and he will further be required 
to state in writing whether his object in offering himself for 
examination is to compete fora studentship, or honours, or of 
obtaining a certificate preliminary to a call to the bar, or 
whether he is merely desirous of passing the examination in 
Roman civil law under the above-stated rule. 

‘Lhe examination will commence on Friday, the lst day of 
January next, and will be continued on the Saturday, 
Mcnday, Tuesday, and Wednesday following. It will take 
place in the Hall of Lincoln’s Inn; and the doors will be 
closed ten minutes after the time appointed for the commence- 
ment of the examination. The examination by printed 
questions will be conducted in the following order :—Friday 
and Saturday, January Ist and 2nd, at ten until one, and from 
two until five on each day, the examination of candidates for 


————.. 





cates will take place as follows:—Monday morning, 4th 
January, at ten until one, on constitutional law and legal 
history; in the afternoon, at two until five, on equity. ‘Tues 
day morning, 5th January, at ten until one, on common law; 
in the afternoon, at two until five, on tbe law of real and 
personal property, Wednesday morning, 6th January, at ten 
until one, on jurisprudence, civil and international law, public 
and private, and Roman civil law. 

The oral examination will bo conducted in the sane order, 
during the same hours, and on the sam3 subjects, as those 
already marked out for the examination by printed questions, 


JURISPRUDENCE, CiviL AND INTERNATIONAL Law. 

Candidates for the studentships will be examined im all the 
following subjects:—1. Institutes of Gaius and of Justinian, 
2, The first book of the Institutes of Justinian (illustrated by 
corresponding poriions of the Digest). 3. History of 
Romana Law (Ortolan). 4. Principles of Jurisprudence, ag 
developed by Bentham, Austin, and Maine 5. Elements of 
International Law (Woolsey). 6. E!ements of Private [nter- 
national Law (Story). Candidates for honours will be 
examined in those numbered 1, 3, and 5; candidates fora 
pass certificate in the institutes of Justinian (Sandars’ Edn.). 

he Examiner in Constitutional Liw and Legal History will 
examine in the following books and subjects:— 1. Lallam’s 
Middle Ages, Chapter viii. 2. Hallam’s Constitutional 
History. 3. Broom’s Constitutional Law. 4. The Principal 
State Trials of the Stuart Period. 5. The concluding chapter 
of Blackstone on The Prozress of the Laws of England. Can- 
didates for honours will be examined in all the above-men- 
tioned books and subjects; candidates for a pass certificate 
only will be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or in No. 2 
and No. 3 only of the foregoing subjects, at their option. 

The Examiner in Equity will examine in the following 
subjects:—1. Trusts. 2. Injunctions. 3. Specific Perfor- 
mance. 4. Partnership. 5. Notice (Actual and Constructive). 
Candidates for honours will be examined in the above-men- 
tioned subjects, under heads 1, 3, 4, and 5. Candidates for 
a pass certificate only, in those under heads 1 and 2. 

The Examiner in the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will examine in the following subjects :—1. The Feudal Law, 
as adopted in England, and the Statutory Changes in it, 2. 
Estates, Rights, aud Interests in Real and Personal Property ; 
and Assurances and Contracts concerning the same. 3, Mort- 
main; Perpetuity or Remoteness; C nditions; Easements; 
Notice; Election and Satisfaction. Candidates for a pass 
certificate only will be examined in the elements ofthe fore. 
going subjects ; candidates for honours will have a higher 
examination. 

The Examiners in Common Law will examine in the follow- 
ing subjects :—1. ‘I'he Ltw of Contracts and Mercantile Law. 
2. The Liw of Tcrts, 3. The Liw of Crimes, 4. The Law 
of Procedure and Evidence. Candilates for a pass certificate 
only will be examined on general and elementary principles of 
law; and fro:xr candidates for honours, the ex miners will re- 
quire a more advanced knowledge of the application of thos 

principles, and a knowledge of leading decisions, 








Court Papers. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
SiTrincs AFTER MicwaeLMas Texm, 1874. 
COURT OF APPEBL IN CHAN- MASTER OF THE ROLLS 
CERY. * Chancery Lane. 


% The First Seal.—- 
Wednes Dec 2 Mins, & gen, pa. 


: st General paper, 
Petns., sh’. caus. , 
Saturday .. 54 adj. sumns,, and. 
gen. pa, 
Mond ty ..0. 
Tuesdiy .. 8? General paper. 
Per aad i's an m Wednes.... 9 
riday ....11..Bkt. app.& apps. | Thursda: 1 
; 3 y ..10 
Saturday ..12 Petns in lunacy & 


Linccln’s [nn, 

Wednes Dsc 2 .Anp sal Motns. 
Thursday .. 3...Appeals. 

Friday .... 4..Bkt. apps. & apps 
Saturday .. dies ts Saas & 
Monday .... 6..App motns& apps 
Tuesday.... 8 

Wednesday. 9} Appeals 


Thursday . 
Friday.... 





The SecondSeal. — 
Mtns. & gen, pa. 


app. petns | Friday ....11..General paper. 
Monday ....14...App.mtns. & apps. | Petns, sht. caus. 
Tuesday....15 Saturday ..12 {ash saumus., & 
Wednesday at Appeut. | gen. pa. 


Thursday ..17 Monday ....14 
Friday ....18..Bkt apps & app. | Tuesday ,,..! > General paper. 
Baturday ..19 Petns. in Luaacy | Wednesday..16 





studentships in jurisprudence and Roman civil law, 


and App Pets, The Third Seal.— 
Monday ....2\,,App.mtns, & apps | Thursday ..17 Baie ng & gea. p> 





The examination of candidates for honours and pass certif.. 
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Fridsy ....18..General paper. 
7 Petns, sht. caues, 

aturday ..19 { ad). sums. & gen 


Monday ...21.. General paper. 
W.B.—Further Consideration will 
‘be taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to original 
Lauses, but will not take pre- 
cedence of any Cause or matter 
that has already appeared in the 
‘Paper. 
d petitions must be 
eens and copies left with the 
Secreta’ on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard ; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
ame can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers lef in Court with the 
Judge’s Officer the day before 
the cause comes into the paper. 


‘vy. C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Lineoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Wednes Dec? } stotns, & gen. pa 
Thursday .. 3..General paper. 
Friday «++. 4--Petns & gen. pa. 
= causes, adj, 
Saturday .. 5 gamms., & goa. pa. 
vumy Ct, apps. 
Sonday .-+0 7 {s general pa, ost 
Tuesday «++. | General paper. 


Wednesday 9 
The Second Seal— 
Thursday ..10 { Mins. & gen. pa. 


9 f Shr. causes adj. 
Saturday ..12 tums. & gen. _ 


Mondsy ..++14 
Taesday ....15 ? General paper. 
Setacetey 16 7 the Third Seal 

e Third Seal.— 
Thursday «+17 } Notns & Gen pa 
Friday dnosiatime, & gen. pa. 

t. % j 
Saturday ..19 come. oacee 
Monday ..21,,G@neral paper. 


¥.B.—Further Considerations wi'l 
betaken aspart of the Genera 

_ Paper, in priority to Original 
Cansez, but will not take prece- 
dence «f any Cause or matter 

_ that has already appeared in the 
Paper. 

Any Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes must be 
80 marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
Payer to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
befcre the Cause comes into the 
Payer. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Wednes Dec 2} vis. & adj. sums. 


Thursday .. rf General paper. 


Friday .. 
Saturday .. 5 { ae <a Ae 


Monday .... 7..[n Bankruptcy. 


Thursday ..10 { Mtns. & adj. sms. 
Friday ..2.11..G neral paper. 


Saturday ..12 { 


Monday ....14..10 Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....15 
Wednesday .16 


Thursday ..17 { 
Friday ....13..Gensral paper, 
Saturday 


Monday....21..In Bankruptey. 
N.B.—Further Considerations wil! 


Any 


The First Seal.— 


TheSecondSeal.— 


Petns., sht. caus. 
& gen paper. 


General paper. 


The Third Seal.— 
Mtns. & adj.sums 


19 Petns., sht- caus. 
ok; & gen, pa. 


be taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes, but {will not take prec2- 
dence of any Cause or Matter 
that has already appeared in tte 
Paper. 

Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
Paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the Cause comes into the 
Paper. 


V.C. Sir CHARLES MALL. 
Lincola’s [na. 

The First Seal.— 
Motns. adj. sums. 
& gen. pa. 
Thursday .. 3..General Paper 
Friday .... 4..Petns. & gen. pa 
Saturday .. bbe causes & 


gen. pa. 
Mond iy.... 7 
Tuesday... st General paper 
Wednesday 


Wednes Dec 2 


TheSecondSeal.— 
Thursday ..°0 4 Mtns. adj. sums& 

General paper 
Friday ....11..Petns., & gen. pi. 
Saturday ..12 {Short caus, & 


Gen. pa. 
Monday....!4 
Tuesday ..15 > General Paper. 


Wednesday .16 
The Third Seal.— 
Thursday ..17 {Mtns adj. sums & 


gen, pa. 
PONE «100s re gen. oP 

Sht, causes 
Saturday.. 19 gen. pa. 
Monday....21..General paper, 


N.B.—Further Considerations will 
be taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes, bnt will not take pre- 
cedence of fany Cause or Matter 
that has already appeared in tha 

aper. 


Any Causes intended to bo 
heard as Short Causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
Paper tobe so heard, and the 
necessary papers le't in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the Cause com2s into the 
paper. 

No cause, motion for decre2, of 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may by 
marked to standover if it shall bs 
within twelve of the last cause or 








Tuesday .. 8 
Wednesday. 9 { General paper. 


the day for hearing. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


———a 
Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENC”. 


The Bank rate continues at 5 per cent. 
shows a recovery of about 2 per cent. in the proportion of 
reserve to liabilities as compared with last week. The 
home railway market has been subject to some considerable 
fluctnations during the week, but on Thursday and Friday 
it became firm and prices rose. 
‘been weak. Consols on Thursday closed at 93} to 4 for 
both money and the account. 

The report of the directors of the Clerical, Medical and 
General Life Assurance Society, presented at the fiftieth 
Annual general meeting, held yesterday, states that during 
the year ending June 30th, 1874, there were iseued 510 


matter in the printed paper cf 


The return 


The foreign market has 


policies, assuring £332,931, and yielding in annual pre- 
miums £10,781 143. 4d.; that £151,526 16s. was paid 
under claims by death; that the total revenue was raised 
to £255,542 4s. 6d.; and that £65,073 7s. 3d. was added 
as surplus income to the assurance fund, which was 
thereby augmentéd to £1,945,178 4s. 3d. 





GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last? Quotation, Nov. 27, 1874. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 934 Annuities, April, 785 9f 

Ditto for Account, D2: vi¢ Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

3 per Cent. Reduced 914 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct.2 dis, 
New 3 per Cent., 914 Ditto, £500, Do 2 dis. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’¥4 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 2 dis. 
Do. 24 perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Sto 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct, (last half-year), 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Ditte for Account, 


- 5 per 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Oitto 5 per Cent., July,’80110} , Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 1014 
D.tto for Account.— Ditto Debentures, per Cent 
Ditto 4 perCeat.,Oct.’ 88103$ April,’64— 
Ditto,ditto,Certifiicates, — Do.Do, Sper Cent., Aug.’73 1006 
D:tto En faced Ppr.,4 per Cent.953) Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 

Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’73 { Ditto, ditto,uander £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 


































Railways. \Paid.|Closing Price 
Stock) Bristol and Exeter ......scerssersscearersrereeseesee| 100 llt 
Stock Caledonian . | 100 98% 
Stock! Giasgow and South-Western ............-. 98 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ., 405 
*Stock Great Northern sieceessccessesseces csseeee 139 
Boek! Do., A Soak? ....<.eccoseccsersccsecccesccere 155$ 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ., 109 
Stock Great Western—Original....ssse.cscsesseeseeseese! 112) 
Stock, Lancashire and Yorkshire ........... a 142 
Stock, London, Brighton, and South Coast.. 91g 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover........ 234 
Stock London and North-Western .. 1373 
Stock London and South Western........... 1134 
St ck Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .. 764 
Stock Metropolitan 73 
Stock) Do., District 32 
Stock | Midland....ce..ss0 136§ 
Stock North British : 67 
Stock) North EasterDics..sscocssssesessseceeseeseceseesensenes 166 
Stock) North London ecco 110 
Stock) North Staffordshire ..0.....sccesssces-serveccsesatee 56 
Stock) South Dévon } 57 
Stock) South-Eastern 12 

















BIRTH, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
Bocois-RotrE—On Nov. 20, at 37, Hare wood-square, the wife 
of F. D. Boggis-Rolfe, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

Grover — Morcan— On Nov. 17, at Glyntaff Church, 
Glamorganshire, Henry Llewellyn Grover, solicitor, Cardiff, 
to Margaret, elder daughter of Morgan Morgan, Esq., The 
Field, Pontypridd. 

Lane—Hacearp—On Oct. 24, at the Cathedral, Bombay. 
Basil Lang, barrister-at-law, to Alice Sophia, second daughter 
of Colonel Haggard, Royal Artillery, Kirkee. 

Witson—Grisson—On Nov. 24, at St. Nicolas’ Church, Cork, 
Edward D. J. Wilson, Esq., M.A., LL.B., of the Middle 
Temple, barrister-at-law, to Bryanna, third daughter of W. E, 
Gibson, Esq., of Sans Souci, Blackrock, Cork. 


DEATHS. 

BEEvor—On Noy. 20, at Great Yarmouth, Oliver Beevor, Esq. 
barrister-at-law, aged 25. ated 
Carpen—On Nov. 18, at The Grove, Hendon, George Frederick 
Carden, of Sussex-gardens, Hyde Park, barrister-at-law, in 

the 77th year of his age. 

Evans—On Nov. 23, at Eaglebush House, near Neath, 
Glamorganshire, Herbert Edward Evans, Esq., barrister-at- 
— bs the Inner Temple, and J.P. for Glamorganshire, 
aged 78. 

Orway—On Nov. 24, at The Grove, Stratford, Essex, John 
Otway, solicitor, aged 72. 

SaBinE — On Nov. 21, Charles Edwyn Sabine, solicitor, 
Oswestry, aged 47. 

STANSFIELD—On Nov. 21, at Ewood House, Todmorden, James 





Stansfield, solicitor, in the 67th year of his age. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Nov. 28, 1874, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuxspay, Nov. 24, 1874. 


Marriott, Thomas Lechmere, John Jordan, and Richard Willian Coop er, 
solicitors and parliamentary agents, Westminster chambers, Victor ia 


st, Westminster. Nov 20 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvuzspay, Nov. 17, 1874. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Pheenix Life Assurance Company.—Creditors are required, on or b>fore 
Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and tha particalars of 
their debta or claims, to Samuel Lowell Price and Joh1 Young, 
Westminster chambers, Victoriast. Jan15 at 10.30, is appvint-d 
for hearing and adjudic.tinz upon th debts and claims. Merc3r and 
Mercer, Copthall court, solicitors for the offi:ial liquidator. 

British Provident Life and Fire Assurance Soziety.—3ams3 liqnidators. 
and piace of meting as above. 

English and Irish Church and University Society. Sine a3 above. 

English Widows’ Fund and General Life Assurance Association.—Sane 
as above. 

Waterloo Life, Education, Casualty, and Self Relief Assurance Company 
—Same as above. 

Farpay, Nov. 20, 1874, 
Lrmirep IN CHANCERY. 

Cork Tramways Company, Limited.--The M.R. has fixed Nov 30, at ll, 
at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidater. 

Lowestoft, Yarmouth, and Southwold Tramways Company, Limited.— 
The M.R. has fixed Nov 30, at 12, at his chambers, for the appoist- 
ment of an official liquidator. 

Southall, Ealing, and Shepherd’s Bush Tram Railway Company, 
Limited.— The M.R. has fixed Dec 3, at 12.30, at his chamber3, for 
the appointment ofan official liquidator. 

Tvuespay, Nov. 24, 1874. 
Us.LiMirep In CHANCERY. 
Barry Railway Company.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, dated 
ov 13, it was ordered that the above company be wound up, Bat- 
ten, Great George st, Westminster, solicitor for the petitioner. 
Lim itep In CHANCERY. 

Eupicn Fuel and Gas Campany, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Nov 23, direcied to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Dec 
4. Champion and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside, so‘icitors for the 
petitioner. 

European Assurance Society Arbitration Acts, 1872 and 1873; and in 
the matter of the Athenwzom Life Assurance Society, the Professional 
Life Assurance Company, the General Indemnity Lifa and Fire In- 

| surance Company, the Tontine Life Assurance Company,the National 
Assurance and Investment Association, the Life Assurance Treasury, 
the British Nation Fire Insurance Company, Limited. — Creditors 
are required, on or before Dee 31, to send in their nanes and 

addresses, and the, particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel 
Lowel' Price and John Young, Westminster cham>ers, Victoria 
st, Weetminster. Jan 8 at 11.30, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the d-bts and claims. Mercer and Mercer, Cop- 
thall court, solicitors for the liquidator. 

European Assurance Scciety Arbitration Acts, 1872 and 1373; and in 
the matter of the London Equitable Mutual Life Insurance Society, 
the London and Provincial Provident Society, the English and Cam- 
brian Assurance Society, the Commercial Life Assurance Company, 
the Equitable Provident Institution, the United Guarantee and Life 
Assurance Company, the United Service and General Life Assurance 
and Guarantee Association, the Anglo-Australian and Universal 
Family Life Assurance Company, the Householders’ Life Assurancs 
Company, the Engineers’ Masonic and Universal Family Life Assur- 
ance Company, the Catholic Law and General Life Assurance Com- 
pany, the Magnet Life Assurance Company, the Accumalative Life 
Fund and General Assurance Company, and the Age Assurance Com- 
pany.— Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particniars of their debts or claims to 
Samuel Lowell Price and John Young, Westminster chambers, 

Vietoria st, Westminster. Jan 8 at 11 is appointed for hearing and 
adjadicating upon the debts and c'aims. Mercer and M:rcer, Cop- 
thall court, solicitors for the liqnidator. . 

Monte Loreto Goid and Copper Mining Company, Limited. Petition for 
wirding up, presented Nov 20, dir: ced to be heard before V.C. Hal! 
on Die 4. McDiarmid, O'd Jewry chambers, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

Moorwood Moor Coal, Ironstone, and Fire Clay Company, L'mited.— 
By an order made by V.C. Malins, dated Nov 13, it was ordered that 
the above ©: mpany be wound uv. Marsiand, St Swithin’s lane, 
agent for Brittle, Nottingham, solicitor for the patitioners. 

Scburban and Metropolitan Co-operative Society, Limited.—Creditors 
are required, on or before Dec 19, to send their names and aldresse 
and the particalars of their devts or claims, to Frederick William, 

Sperring, Philpot lane, Fenchurch st. Jan 20 at !2is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Wear Engine Works Compasy, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Bacon, dated Nov 14, it was ordered that the above Company be 
wound up. Cliver and~- Boitere!l, Quality court, Chaucery lane, 
agents for Tilley, Sanderiand, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tussoay, Nov. 17, 1874. 

Barron, William, Kingston-upoa-Hull, Sawyer. Dec 12, Barron v 
Rushforth, V.C. Hall. Cook, Kingston-upon-Hall 

Baxter, Charles, Neston, Cheshire, Builder, Dec 7, Gregory y Baxter 
V.C. Malins, Downtam, Birkenhead 

De ja Pole, Sir John George Reeve, Axminster, Devon, Baronet. Dec 
24. Maillerd vy Vela Polv, ¥.C. Hall. Martineau, Raymond build- 
ings, Gray’s inn 

Downs, Richard, Sisftesbury, Dorset, Builder. Dec 18. Haskew v 
Downs, 4.2. Digglae, Hibernia chambers, London bridge 

Dundas, Charles Amesbury Whitley Deans, Kintbary, Berks, Foq 


—— 

Edwards, Jane, Brecon, Grocer. Dec 2!. Edwards v Williams, y; 
Hall, Spicer, Queen st place, Cannon st 

Edwards, Robert, Brecon, Draper. Dsc 24. Edwards v Elwards, yg 
Hall. +, Queen st place, Cannon st 

Fanshawe, Charles Simon Faithful, Bisset Heath, Southampton, Clerk, 
Dec 12, Whitaker v Whitaker, V.C. Hall. Whitaker, Liacola’s ign 


fields 

Jackson, John (or Pavier), Hanmnerwick, Stafford, Dec 5. Tacks 
vElkington, V.C. Milins. Barnes, Lichfield 

Nuna, Joha, Euston square. Dec 9. Nunn v Nunn, V.O. Malins, Big, 
Great James st, Bodford row 

New Steam Tug Company, Limited vy Dinn. Dec 15. M.R, Steamta 
“ Retriever.” 

Farpay, Nov. 20, 1874. ; 

Astbury, Charles, Northwich, Cheshire, Draper. Dae 14. Cleatony 
Astbury, V.C. Hall. Cheshire, Northwich 

Blondel, Augustus Francie, Gracechurvh st, Merchant. March 1, 
Dwight v Blondel, V.C. Hall. Adam+, Old Jewry chambers 

King, Charles, Exst Donyland, Essex, Ship Ownar, Deo 12, Kiagy 
P.tt, V.C. Ma'ins, Goody, Colchester 

Nokes, George, Chelmsford, Essex, Butcher. Dec 21. Nokes + 

Noakes, V.C. Ha'l, Child, South square, Gray’s inn 

Wilton, Mary Bignal, Hatcham terrace, N»w Cro3s. 

neaux v Rucker, M.R. Johnson, Austin Friars 


Toesvay, Nov. 24, 1874, 
By pa Ulygen-y-Wern, Flint. Jan 6. Brickwood v Evtm, 
’V.C, Hail. 


Dec 23. Fer 


Gleave, John, Widnes, Lancashire. Dec 23. Bollani v Houghton, 
M.R. Kendal, Prescot 

Henderson, Elizabeth, Liverpoo!. Jan fl. M3334 Moses, V.C. Hall, 
Henderson, William, Lemon Tree yard, Haymarket, Job Master. Dee 


22. Bandrowski v Henderson, V.C. Hall. Barker and Ellis, Bsdford 
row 

Pepperdine, Lemue!, Lincoln, Gent. Dec 31. Peppsrdine ¢ 
Spencer, M.R. Dale, Lincoln 


Smith, John, Aldermanbury, Manuficturer. Jan 2. Smith vS.nith, 
V.C. Malins. Lewin, Southampton st, S:rant 


Shearman, Henry Palmer, St Vincen:, West Inlies. Marchait. Febl, 
Shearman v Palmer, V.C. Malins. Johnso1, Astinfriars 
Stockdale, Rev Joseph, Kingerbury Vici-ag2, Lincoln. Die 2, 


Cottee v Stockdale, V.C. Malins. Foster, Kiaz’s rd, Bedfurd row 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 85. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Turspay, Nov. 17, 1874. 
Angel, Susan Louisa, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush. Dec 20. Lewin 
and Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Bates, Ann, Staplehurst, Kent. Dec 14. Keen and Rogers, Knight, 
Rider st, Doctors’ Commons 


Blackett, Robert, Newcast'e-upon-Tyne, Lead Manufacturer. Jan i4, 
Stanton and Atkinson, Newcastle-npon-Tyne 
Bianckley, Henrietta, Budleigh Sa'tzrton, Devon, Dec 20. Lewin and 


Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Boys, Robert, Eastbourne, Sussex, Farmer. Dec 15, Anning, Bucke 


lersbury 
Brewer, John, Didcot, Berks, Contractor. Decl6. Ablett, Cambridge 
D231. Whiston, Litzharch 


terrace, Hyde Park 

Bromley, John, Derby, Gent. 

Cook, Jane, Bird in Bush rd, Peckham, Dec 24. Ingle and Co, Thread- 
needle st 

Dixon, Richard, Lancashire, G2nt. 
Lancashire 

Drayson, George, jun, Brewer st, Golden squar2, Go'dsnith. Dee3l, 

Ford and Lloyd, Bloomsbury square 

Ebbs, Samuel, Sutton. Surrey, Esq. Doo 15. 


: 18, Johnson aud Tilley, 


Robins, Basinghall«; 


Ground, John Boon, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Farner, Dac2l. Peed, 
Whittlesey 

Groand, John Lixon, Whittlessy, Cambridze, Farmer. Dec 21. 
Peed, Whittlesey 


Hall, Join Robert, Sutton, Surrey, E:q. Dec 12. Brown, Pall Malt 


t 
Johnson, John Godwin, Norwich, 
Norwich 
Lowis, John, Naindes, Monmouth, Gent. Jan1. Navies, Moorgata st 
Matthews, Joseph Poole, Housham Tye Farm, Essex, Esq. Jan |. 
Aldridge and Thorn, B-dford row 
Mather, Charles Thoma: Naters, Longridge House, Northumberland, 
Esq. Jan30,. Dees, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Neill, Wiiliam, Bold, Lancashire, Engineer. Deo 13. 
Oppenheim, St Helen’s 
Neville, Benjamin, Willenhall, Stafford, File Manufacturer. Nov 30, 
Clark, Willenhall 
Richardson, Thomas Henry, Beckenham, Kent, Gent. Deol0, Noton 
Great Swan alley, Moorgate st 
Robinson, William, Lower Allithwaite, Lancashire, Farmer. Dec 18, 
Johneon and Tilley, Lancashire ; 
Scully, Susanna, The Grove, Bolton, South Kensngton, Dac 31. 
Norr’s aud Sons, Bedford row 


Surgeon. Jan 13. Hansell 


Beasley an 


Sheepway, Edwia Thomas, Swindon, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 31, 
Gabb, Cheltenham 

Thorney, John, Kingston-upon Hull, Gent. Jan 1. Thorney, Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull 

Trehane, John Hony, Stockaton, Cornwall, Gent. Dec 16. Peter 
Callington 


Turnage, Thomas, York et, St James’, Brushmaker, Jan!. Turnage, 
Brown st, Grosvenor square 
Faiway, Nov, 20, 1874. 


Abbott, Agnes Mndge, Torquay, Devon. Dec 25, Kitson, Torquay 


Anstie, Francis Edmund, Winpole st, Cavendish square, Esq. Jan 16, 
Vizard and Co, Lincoin’s ino fields 
Allson, Thomas, R ading, berks, Corn Deaier, Jan 1. Hedges and 


Co, Wallingford 

Atcheson, William Brown, Gate head, Durham, Gent. Feb, Tarner, 
Newcastie-upon-Tyne \ 

Barrett, John Woodward, Angnsta place, Rotherhithe, Gent, 

Dee 3}. Fairfootand Web), Clemani’s inn 





Dez4i, Dudas v Dundas, V.C. Matias. Domviile and Co, New 
square, Liacoln’s inn 





Bartlett Anne, Lang on st, Chelsea, Wardrobe Dealer. Dec 22. Leck- 
yer. Welis st, Gray's inn road 
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‘Hatley, Elizabeth, st Alban’s, Hertford. Jan 21, Sedgwick, Watford 


Stainer, Elizabeth, King Henry's walk, Ball’s Pond rd, Widow. Dec 23. 
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—— 
1d, Thomas Roger, South Petherton, Somerset, Cordwainer. 
11. Nicholetts, South Petherton 

gently, Joseph, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Wheelwright. Dec 21, 


Costeker, Over Darwen 
Braisby, Samuel, Fiskerton, Nottingham, Innkeeper. Dec 20. Acton, 


Nottingham 
Barry, Simon, Stert, Wilts; Yeoman. Dec 31. Meek and Co, Devizes 
Cohe2, Lewis Coleman, Birmingham, Merchant. Dec 21. Griffin, 


Bifmingham 
Gole, Robert, Holybourn lodge, Southamptoa, Esq. Dec 24. Trimmer, 
Al 


ton 
, Thomas, St George’s ep Hyde park, Gent. Dec 31, 


Capron & Co, Savile place, Conduit st 
Field, Matilda, Hove, Sussex, Jan1, Hopgood, Whitehall place 
Gardiner, Joho, Erith, Kent, Engineer, Dec 20. | Parish, Erith 


Hockley, Elizabeth, Old Kent rd, Spinster, Feb!. Mirams, New inn, 


Strand 

Hatton, Charles, Turgis, Southampton, Gent, Dec13, Bird, Welldale 
Brewery, Reading 

Uewellin, John, Barnsley, Pembroke, Farmer. Nov 30. Price, Haver- 
fordwest 

Mayott, Thomas, Sudburys, Essex, Gent. Dee 18, Booth, Gray’s inn 


mare 
Perry, Sophia, Dares conrt, Tettenhall, Stafford, Widow. Dec 21. 
Thorne and Co, Wolverhampton 
Pork, Tom Thomas, Bristol, Licensed Victualler, Dec 31, Perham, 


Wrington : 
Prebble. Edward, Thebertoa st, Islington, Coffee Houss Keeper, Dec 


91. Booth, Gray’sion square 
wick, Robert, Middlesbrough, York, Stationer. Jan 1. Belk, 


Middlesbreugh - 

Reynolds, Elizabeth, Navarino rd, Dalston, Widow. Dec 21, Hay- 
cock, College hill, Cannon st 

Richardson, John, Redcar. York,Gent. Jan1. Betk, Middlesbrough 

Robertson, John, Kilburn, Licensed Victualler. Jan 16, Layton and 
Co, Budge row, Cannon st 

Scott, Henry Light, O!d Broads:. Jan 20, Mee, Great Winchester st 
Buildings 


Seaton, Rev Abdiel, Colton, Stafford, lata Rector. {Dec 31, Landor 
and Co, Rugeley ; 
Gileock, James, Silfield, Westhoughton, Lancashire, Gent. Feb 1. 


Taylor and Son, Bo!ton 
Smith, Stephen, Nottingham, Ropemaker. 
tingham 


Jan {5, Brewster, Not- 


Scott, College hill, Cannon st 

Ward, Robert, Scarborough, York, Gent. 
Woodall, Scarborough 

Williams, Margaret Hannah Watkins, Derby. Jan 1. Cheese, Hay 

ene, eee, Weston, near Bath, Somerset, Esq. Janl. Mogg 
-Cholwel 

Young, Charles, Coatyards, Northumberland, Farmer. Jan 30. Hind- 


marsh, Alnwick 
Bankrupts: 


Frivay, Nov. 20, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Adamson, Samuel James, Nottingham, Baker. Pet Nov 16. Pat- 
chitt. Nottingham, Dec 8 at 2 
Agnew, Edvard Frederic, Barnard Castle, Durham, Gent, Pet Nov 18. 
Archer. Stockton-on-Tees, Dec 10 at 3 
Goodyer, George Robert, Neweastie-upon-Tyne, Painter. Pet Nov 17. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, Dec 1 at 11.30 
Howe, Thomas Pay, Salisbury, Wilts, Coal Merchant. Pet Nov i6. 
Wilson. Salisbury, Dec 3 at 11 
Jobson, William, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. Pet Nov 17. Mortimer. 
Newcastle, Dec | at 2 
Pritchard, Thomas, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 
16, Ingram. Leicester, Dec 1 at 12 
Randel!, William, Kiswelly, Carmarthen, Builder. Pet Nov 18. 
Lloyd, Carmarthen, Dec 9 at 11.30 
Toxrspay, Nov. 24, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debt to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Brooks, Samuel, Coomb’s st, City rd, Law Clerk, Pet Nov 19. 
ray. Dec4 at ll 
Smith, Joseph, Coleshill st, Eaton square, Cowkeeper. Pet Nov 19. 
’ Pepys. Dec 10 at 1! 
Ussher, Arthur Edward, Lea Bridge rd, Essex, Gent. Pet Nov 20. 
Roche, Dec 10 at 13 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abbott, Alfred, Birmingham, Pearl Button Maker, 
Chauntler. Birmingham, Dec 7 at 3 
Hibbert, Wi liam, Sheffield, Yorkshire, Beerhouse keeper, Pet Nov 19. 
Rodgers. Sheffield, Dec 10 at 1 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Furpay, Noy. 20, 1874, 
meeeweet, Robert Gordon, Ir.on, Cumberland, Clerk in Holy Orders 
ov 18 


v 
Marriage, Robert, Gracechurch st, Shipping Agent. Nov 17 


3 Torspay, Nov, 24, 1874. 
Williams, Edward, jan, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Grocer. Nov 19 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpav, Nov, 20, 1874, 
Akill, John, Keswick, Cumberland, Grocer, Dec 3 at 2 at the Odd- 
fellows’ Arms [nn, Keswick. Lowthian, Keswick 
Allt, Jabez, Whittlesey, Cambridge, General Doaler, Dec 2 atl at 
the George and S:arInn, Market place, Whittlesey 


Dec 19, Woodall and 


Mar- 


Pet Nov 20. 


Anderson, John,-Whitchurch, Somerset, Li censed Victualler. Dec] at 
poe offices of Hancock and Co, Guildhall, Bristol. Brittan and Co, 
Ball, George, Oldham, Lancashire, Chimney Sweeper. Dec 4 
offices of Clark, Clegg st, Oldham J - man 
Bennett, Thomas Read, Mursiey, Bucking ham, Farm Bailiff. Dec 4 at 
10.30 at the Bell Hotel, Wins!ow. Stockton, Banbury 
Blakeney, John Wark, Kingston-upon-Hn li, Compass Maker, Dec 2 
at 2 at the Royal Station Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. Moss and Co 
Bryson, Edward Henry, Liverpool, Mat Dealer. Dec 3 at 8 at offices of 
Barr2ll and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 
Bucknall, William Henry, Bristol, Fish Salesman. Nov 28 at 11 at 
offices of Clifton, Cora st, Bristol 
Burtenshaw, George Henry, Southampton, Tailor. Dec 1 at 12 at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresia:n st. Coxwell and Co, South- 
ampton 
Burton, William, Haverfordwest, Innkeeper. Nov 30 at 2 at offices of 
Lloyd, High st, Haverfordwest - 
Bush, Henry, Hampton, Middlesex, Grocer. Dec 7 atl at offices of 
Wilkinson and Howlett, Church st, Kingston-on-Thames 
Chinnery, Thomas, Ball’s Pond rd, Plumber. Dec 3 at 3 at offices of 
Lewis, Wilmington square 
Collinson, Joseph, Stanhope, Durham, Tailor. Dec 9 at 12 at offices of 
Jobnston, Piigrim st, Newcastle-u pon-Tyne 
Crump, Andrew, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Dec 1 at 2 at offices of 
Grittin, Benne.’s hill, Birmingham 
Dalton, Leonard, St James’s rd, Stoae Merchant. Dec 9 at | atoffices 
of Croft, Bucklersbary 
Davies, David, L!wyngwern, Cardigan, Farmer. Nov 27 at 11 at offices 
of Evans, Carmarthen 
Davis, Henry, Dorchester, Dorset, Cabinet Maker. Dec 7 at 11 at the 
Antelope Hotel, Dorchester. Howard, Meicombe Reg’s 
Doughty, David, High rd, Knightsbridge, Baker. Dec 9 at 3 at oTfices 
of Barrow and Gat:s, Gresham st. Gole, Lime st 
Dufton, William, Lawford rd, Kentish Town, Professor of Billiards, Dec 
2 at 2 at offices of Cooke, Gray’s inn square 
Durling. Mary Ann, Loughton, Essex, Beer Retailer. Nov 30 at 3 at 
offices of Holloway, Trini:y st, Suuthwark. Ody, Trinity st 
Giles, John, Minchinhampton, Gl , Corn Dealer. Dec Sat 4 at 
the Swan Hotel, Cirencester. Jackson, Stroud 
Goldberg, Woolf, Sandy’s row, Spitalfields, Cap Manufacturer. Nov 30 
at 10 at 2, King’s rd, Bedford row. Dobson, Frezerick place, Mile 
End rd 
Hall, George, and Albert Angustus Hall, Charlton, Kent, Cowkeepers. 
Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Farnfield, Parsoa’s hill, Woolwich 
Hall, William, Birmingham, out of business. Dee 4 at ll at offices of 
Potter, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Hamilton, Robert, Weishpool. Montgomery, Shoemaker. Dec 4 at2 at 
the London and North Western Station Hotel, Stafford. Harrison 
Harris, Kennett. Euston villas, Lordship lane, Traveller. Nov 39 at 1 
at offices of Mossop, Cannon st 
Hawkesford, Richard, jun, Chepstow, Monmouth, Licansed Victualler. 
Dec 4 “Ss at officesof Baidwyn and Morgan, Chezstow. Lawrence, 
Newpor 
Henri, Charles Marie, Comte de Gerothwohl de Croy-Chansl de 
Hongrie, Craven st, Strand, Financial Agent Dec 3 at 3 at the Guild- 
hall Coffee house, Gresham st. Luniey and Lumley, Oid Jewry 
chambers 
Hide, George Willian, Hastings, Biker. Dec3 at 11 at the Havelock 
Hotel, Havelock rd, Hastings. Cammach, Hastings 
Hollobong, Nathaniel George, Eistbourns, Sassex, Tobacconist. Dc 
3ati2 at57, Terminus rd, Eastbourne. Stiff, Eastbourae 
Horn, William John, Aldershot, Southampton, G.oser. Nor 30 at 1 at 
offices of Eve, Victoria rd; Aldershot 
Howarth, Robert, Kingstoa-upon Hall, Enzineer. De> 4 at 3 at the 
George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Kingstoi-apon Huil. Laverack, Hall 
Humphreys, Tophar, Aberystwith, Inakeeper. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of 
Ravenhill, Aberystwith 
Jones, Jesse, Piddingtoa, Oxford, Farm Bailiff. Dec 3 at 2 at the 
King’s Head Inn, Bicester. Spicer, Stap'e ina 
Jones, Thomas, Liverpool, Coai Dealer. Dec 9 at 2 at offices of Wake- 
ford and Co, Clac-nd»n rooms, Soush Joha st, Liverpool 
Kapp, Frederick, Dean st, Ssho, Tobacconists Dac 2 at 11 at offices of 
Sydney, Leadenhall st 
Ketcher, Robert Rogers, Stamtord, Linco'n, Grocer. Dac 5 at Ll at 
offices of Laxton, S‘amford. Daxcon and Wi'kias 
Keyworth, John, Nottingham, Fishmonger, Dec 4 at 12 at offices of 
Belk, Middle p:.vement, Nottingham 
Kightiey, John Ephraim, Luton, Bedford, Pinmber. Dee 3 at 1 at 
offices of Scargil!, Sarjeants’ ina, Chancery lane 
King, William Alfred, Belgrave rd, Abvez rd, St John’s Wood, Oil- 
man. Des 7 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffe houss, Gresham st. 
Christmas, Walbroox 
Knill, William Henry, Teizamouth, D2von, Batcher. 
offices of Hirizel, Queen st, Exeter. Whidborneand Tozer, Teign- 
mouth 
Lambert, William, Nottingham, News Agent. Dac 15 at il at offices 
of Smith, Fletcher cate, Nottiagha on 
La’ Mert, Samuel, Gower st, Doctor. Da> 10 at 2 at offices of Picard, 
St James’ st, Piccadilly. Browne, St James’ st 
Malins, David, jan, Gravelly hill. near Birmingham, out of basiness. 
Dae lat 11 at offices of Davenport, Waterloo 8°, Birmingham 
Martin, Char'es, Woiverham ton, Stafford, Wins Merchaat, Dac 2 at 
11 at offices of Barrow, Q 1e0n st, Woiverhamp'on 
Mekia, Richard, Cheltenham, out of business. Deo 4 at 12 at offices of 
Bocdle, Bedford chambers, Cheltenham 
Mills, Joho Thomas, Alton, Hants, out of business. Dec 8 at 1 at ths 
Crown Inn, Alton. Potter end Stevens, Farnham 
Newling, John Batters, Rushmore mi, Clapham Park, Commercial 
Traveller. Dec 3 at '2 at offices of Sole and Co, Aldermaadary. 
Barker, jun, Melton Mowbray 
Nicholson, James, Litsia Boltor, Laneashire, Groerr. Doc 3 at 3 at 
Dee? ati? 





Dee 1 at 11 at 


offices of Robinson, Acres field, Bolton 

Norris, William, Church row, Claphim rd, out of dasiness. 
at oftices of Cooke, Essex st, Strand 

Orchard, James, Birmingham, out of businesa, Dee 1 at 10.15 at offices 





Amison, Stephen, Longton, Stafford, Pork Butcher. Dec 3 at 11 at 
offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 





of East, Culmore ‘row, Birmingham 
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Phillips, Ellen Elizabeth, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Nov 30 at 
10.15 at offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham % 
Powell, Edward Liewellyn, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 7 at 3 at 
offices of Lavies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 
Pratt, George, Shrewsbury, Salop, Husier. Dec 3 at 11 at offices of 
Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Querner, Charles, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. D2c 9 at 2 at 
offices ct Frodsham and Nicholson, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Quick, Edward, Bradninch, Devon, Miller. Dec 5 at 12 at offices of 
Toby, Castle st, Exeter 
Richardsov, William, and Elijah Smith, Holloway End, Stafford, Glass 
Manufacturers. Dec 2 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, 
New st, Birmingham. Collis be 
Russell, Thomas, Nutfield, Surrey, Luilder. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of 
Morrison, Reigate 
Salter, William, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Posting Master. Dec 12 at 10.30 
at the Belgrave Hotel, Nelson st, Ryde. Hooper 
Saunders, Isaac, Binstead, Isle of Wight, Builder. Dec 1 at 3 at 69,; 
George st, Ryde. Urry 
Seaman, Eiward, Manchester, Provision Dealer. Dec 7 at 3 at offices 
of Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 
Simmons, Charles, Milton st, Box Manufacturer. Dec 1 at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Barnett, New Broad st 
Smith, George, Manchester, Beer Retailer. Dec 3 at 3 at offices of 
- ‘ Daweon, Ridgefield, Manchester 
Stepheus, Martha, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. 
of Woodward, Wind st, Swansea 
Strond, Joseph, Cornwall rd, Lambeth, Coke Contractor. 
at the Claremont Tavern, Upper Grange rd, Bermondsey 
Tetley, John, Leeds, Joiner. Dec 2 at 2 at offizes of Ward and Son, 
Bank st, Leeds 
Thick, Henry George, Odiham, Southampton, Carpenter. Dee 3 at 3 
at offices of Bayley and Foster, Aldershot 
Thomas, David, Carmarthen, Provision Merchant. Dec 3 at 3 at offices 
of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Underwood, Nathaniel Clayton, and John Jones, West Gorton, Lanca- 
shire, Machinists. Dec 7 at 2 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, 
= Manchester. Livett 
“Voase, Charies, Leeds, York, Sewing Machine Maker. Dac 1 at 12 at 
® offices of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Weaver, George, Liverpool, Carver. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of Ritson, 
Dale st, Liverpool 
‘Willis, Char es, Hook, Southimpton, Bootmaker. Dec 1 at 1 at offices 
of Chandler, Church st, Basingstoke 
Withington, John, Earlestowrn, Lancashire, Draper. Dec 3 at 3 at 
offces of Davies and Co, Bewsey chambers, Bewsey st, Warrington. 
Davies and Brook, Warrington 
“Wood, Josiah, Hanford, Stafford, Farmer. Dec 3 at 11 at offizes of 
Slaney and Son, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Woodhead. William, Liverpo'l, Tobacconist. 
Cotton, South John st. Liverpool 
“Wyard, John, Bell vue place, Cleveland st, Mile End, Carpenter. Dec 1 
at 2 at offices of Shearman, Little Tower st 
Yates, Thomas, Danesmoor, Derby, Greengrocer, 
of Jones, High st, Chesterfield 
Tuespay, Nov. 24, 1874. 
Bailey, Charles, and William Moore, Camberwell rd, Coach Builders. 
Dee 5 at 11 at 9, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ Commons. Pritenad 
* and Sons 
Baxter, Joe Hezekiah, Huddersfield, York, Fruiterer. Dec 12 at 2 at 
the White Swan Hotel, Huddersfield. Freeman, Huddersfield 
Beaumont, Sarah, Bradford, York, Provision Dealer. Dec 8 at 3 at 
offices of Mossman and Haley, Horton rd, Bradford 
Bel!, John, Blackburn, Lancashire, Auctioneer, Des 4 at 3 at offices 
of Scott, New Market st, Blackburn 
‘Binns, Seth Lazenby, Bradford, York, out of business. Dec 7 at10 at 
offices of Watson and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Market et, Brad- 


ford 
pes 2 at 11 at 


Dec 1 at 3 at offices 
Nov 28 at 11 


Dec 3 at3 at offices of 


Dec 1 at3 at offices 


Blake, Robert Howarth, Great Ormond st, Physican, 
the Hal), New inn,Strand. Nethersole, New inn, Stran 

Braham, Louis, Tichfield terrace, Regent’s Park, Scrivener. Dae 7 at 
10 at 12, High st, Portland Town 

Brierley, John, Sheffield*out of business. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Porrett, Queen st, Sheffield 

Barnip, Edward, Old Co-ndon, Durham, Grocer. Dec 1! at 12 at office 
of Proctor, jun, Silver st, Durham 

Burrell, James, Middlesborough, York, Boat Builder. Dec 5 at 11 at 
offices of Addenbrovke, Zetland rd, Middiesborough 

Carter, Mary Jane, Bideford, Devon, Seed Merchant. Dec 3 at 12 at 
offices of Reokes end Bazeley, Bridge'and st, Bideford 

-Cazeaux, Edward, Newcastle-upon-Tyue, Importers of Spanish Copper. 
Dec 18 at ‘2 at offices of Mayhew, Walbrook, Ambler, Manchester 

Cole, William, Coventry, Warwick, Builder. Dez 7 ut 12.30 at the 
Cast'e Hotel, Crors Cheaping, Coventry. Buller, Birmingham 

-Cook, Robert, Simmond’s cottages, Plumstead, out of business. Dec 7 
at 4 at offices of Whale, William st, Woolwich 

orneliusen, George, Liverpool, Ship Chandler, Dec 4 at 2 at offices of 
Harmood and Co, Nor:h John st, Liverpool. Jenkins and Uo, Liver. 


Dec 3 at 10.30 


poo! 
“Crawshaw, Albert, Halifax, York, Boot Manufacturer, 
at offices of Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 
Day, William, Osney, Oxford, General Dealer. Dec 10 at 2 at 28, Peme 
broke “ Oxford. Cooper, Charing cross 


“Durrant, Henry, Norwich, Grocer. Nov 27 at 3 at offices of Sadd ga 
Linay, Church st, Theatre st, Norwich 

Dyer, George Henry, Worcester, Baker. D2c9 at 8 at offices of Pitt, 
High st, Worce-ter 

Edwards, Henry Griffith, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. Dec 8 at It 
at 1, Somerset place, Swan-ea. Smith 

Firmin, Henry, Sutherland gardens, Maida hill, Commission Agent. 
Dec 9 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, King st, Cheapside. Mercer and 
Mercer, Copthall court, Throgmorton st 

Flower, William Bryce, Manchester, Paper Merchant. Dec 4 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Gerrard, Mary Ann, Chorley, L hire, Ir ger. Dec 4 at 11 at 

ering? s re. bari nna gg Chorley 
arris, Stephen, Yeovil, Somerset, Builder. Dec 5 at 2-at the White 
Lion Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Watts, Yeovil 








Hall, Thomas, Amington, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Dee 
at Offices of Sharp, Argyle chambers, Colmore row, Bir 
Price, Stourbridge aa 

Harrisoo, Thomas, Leeds,Grocer, .Dec 4 at 12 at offices of Pull 
row, Leeds @ 

Hawthorne, Richard, Stonrbridge, Worcester, Baer house Kj 
Dec 5 at 10 at offices of Prescott, High st, Stourbridge 

Hennys, Richard, Maesteg, Fruiterer. Dec 7 at 12 at oifices of 
Bridgend rd, Maesteg : 

Howell, Matthew William, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Licensed Vict 

1 at 1 at offices of Gibbs, Commercial st, Newport “a 

Hoare, George Eli, Hungerford, Berks, Innkeeper. Dac 7 at 1 
Three Swans Hotel, Hungerfcrd. Lucas, Newbury 4 

Jefferson, Thomas, Peterborough, Northampjon, Tailor. Dac 7 at 
offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough be 

Johnson, Edward Henry, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Provision Dag 
Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Leach, Hardshaw st, S:. Helen’s. Quinn’ 
Sons, Liverpool " 

Kerns, William, Leeds, Plumb:r, Deo 4 at 12 at offices of Whitel 
Albion st, Leeds ie 

Kipping, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sail Maker. Dec 3 at 
18, Northumberland court, Newcastle-upon-Tyne (in lieu of; 
30th instant, as previously advertised) a 

Knight, William, Liverpool, Tea Dealer. Dec 7 at 2 at-offices of 
ringer, North John st, Liverpool a 

Knott, John, Gateshead, Durham, Joiner. Dec 8 at 11 at offices: 
Winter, Westgate rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Skinner, Sundertlaj 

Land, Wiillam, Bracknell, Berks, Baker. Dec4 abd? at the Red 
Inn, Bracknell. Snow, College Hill, Cannon st 3 

Leyland, Michael Samuel, Wigan, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Dec 9at 
at the Eaz'e Hotel, Standishgate, Wigan. Wright and Appleton ~ 

Lord, James, Openshaw, Lancashire, Bookseller. Dec 10 at 4 at of 
of Best, Brown st, Manchester 

Lowry, James, Sunderland, Durham, Whitesmith. Dec 3 at 8 at ¢ 
of Lawson, Villiers st, Sunderland 

Marsh, Henry Dyke, Gloucester st, Pimlico, Farmer. Dec 9 at 
the Red Lion Hotel, High Wycombe, Gammon, Barge-yard 

McDowall, John, Leicester, Draper. Dec 10 at 12 at offices of Foy 
and Co, Friar lane, Leicester z 

Mench, Ignatz Leo, Manchester, Tobacconist. Dec il at 11 at offi 
of Sampson, South King st, Manchester a 

Nichols, Albert, Lonsdale rd, Bayswater, General shop Keeper. D 
at 12 at offices of Morris, Staple inn, Holborn : 

Renowden, William, Swansea, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Dec 7 at | 
at offices of Barnard and Uo, Temple st, Swansea. Davies and Ha 
land, Swansea 4 

Reynolds, E!lis, Bishopsgate st Without, Silversmith. Doo 9 ab 2) 
offices of Chandler, Coleman st. Miller and Smith 

Richardson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Dec 5 at ll ato 
of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne a 

Salsbury, James, Scarborough, York, Hatter. Doc 12 at 12 at office 
Richardson, Queen st, Scarborough s 

Sinclair, John, Warrington, Lancashire, Draper. Dec $ at 11 at offieg 
of Ridgway, Cairo st, Warrington a 

Smith, William, Bathampton, Somerset, no occupation. Nov II at 
at offices of Bartrum, Northumberland buildings, Bath 

Southey, Ellen, Cantlowes rd, Camden square, Dec 5 at 11 at offices 
Castile, Cheapside ; 

Statham, Charles, Limes, Nunhead green, Brickmaker. Dec7 at 2 
offices of Wilde, Moorgate st. Emmet and Son e : 

Todd, Thomas, Birmingham, Bootmaker. Dec 10 at 12 at oTices @ 
Tyrrell, Gray’s inn square. Clarke » 

Townend, James, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Joiner. Dec 5 at 124 
= of Ramwell and Co, Pall Mall, Manchester. Hindle, 0 

arwen 

Tucker, Francis Edward, Plough bridge, Rotherhithe, Oii Refiner. 

17 at 11 at offices of Gilliat, Gray’s inn square a 

Vickerman, John, and John William Roberts, Huddersfield, Wodl 
Cloth Manufacturers. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Hesp and Oo, Station 
Huddersfisld q 

Ward, Thomas Henry, Splotlands, nr Cardiff, Watchmaker, Dec 8 
11 at offices of Morgan, High st, Caraiff R 

Warham, Charles, Newchapel, nr Tunstall, Stafford, Ironmonger. D 
7 at 3 at the Swan Hotel, Stafford. Hollinshead, Tunstall a 

Watts, Edward Phillimore, Frampton-on-Severn, Gloucester, Fara 
Dec 5 at 2 at offices of Jones, Eldon chambers, Berkeley st, Glouc 

Welch, Alfred Raymond, Streatham, Surrey, Financiat Agent. D 
at 3 at offices of Howell and Co, Great. St Helen’s. Godfrey a 

Wilson, Frederick , Queen’s rd, St John’s wood, Carpenter. Des 15 @ 
12 at offices of Rice, Westbourne terrace, Hyde Park os 

Young, John, Shaftesbury, Dorset, Corn Merchant. Dec 4 at 11-at # 
Red Lion Hotel, Milford st, Salisbury. Robins, Shaftesbury 


‘ol 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant ite 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated-as an oppressive tax 

upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, 4 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments. at fixed 
moierdte scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according © 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, andto all p 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing fall particulars 1 
ve obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


NTOOPING IIABITS, ROUND SHOULDERS, 
PIGEON CHESTS, and other Deformities, are prevented a 

cured by wearing Dr. CHANDLER'S IMPROVED HYGIENIC CHES: 
EXPANDING BRACE, for both Sexes of all ages. It strengthens the 
voice and lungs, relieves indigestion, pains in the thest and back, 
especially recommended t» children for assisting the geowih. prom : 
health and symmetry of figure, supersading the usa of brates ard 
stays. Price from 10s. Gd. each.—69, Bernors street, Oxford-strects | 
W. Illustrated circulars forwarded. 














